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Abstract

Numerical approximations of two classical fluid dynics systems modelling
large structure formation in cosmology are proposHgese systems model
nonrelativistic and relativistic fluids submitted tself-gravitation in an

expanding background. They are obtained by an atiaptof an extension of
the Godunov method, using delta wave projectiorfgschvwas first introduced

in Le Roux & al. for the system of pressurelesgifilynamics and which adapts
to various systems of fluid dynamics.

Introduction

In [1] the authors introduced theddo project delta waves to obtain a
Godunov type numerical scheme in pressureless diymémics. The method in
[1] has been modified in Appendix 2 to treat theecaf arbitrary changes in
sign of velocity as needed in physical situatiomshsas those considered in this
paper. First the modified method is used for a moaksolution of the system
modelling a Newtonian self-gravitating fluid in @axpanding background with
random initial conditions around a constant valoe the energy density and
around the value O for velocity. Thus velocity ches sign at random in the
initial condition, and shows important changes iigns throughout the
calculations. Then a similar scheme is presentdtarrelativistic case, as well
as various multifluid extensions.

Either directly, or indirectly tugh the numerical technique of
splitting of equations, this method applies to jpdevnumerical schemes in
numerous models in fluid dynamics [1,Appendix 2]isl the purpose of this
paper to put this method at the disposal of phstscion the occasion of these
two standard systems of equations of physics. Tétboa is presented in 2D for
convenience since the 2D calculations work on a@y I8 adaptation to 3D is
straightforward. In order to obtain neat resulteraf few iterations one has
choosen possibly non realistic values for the plafsparameters (gravitation
constant, velocity of light, expansion rate, valoéshe random irregularities of
the initial medium).



In this paper we first consider tase of a single fluid modelled in the
most usual way: continuity equation, Euler equatma Poisson equation, or
their relativistic counterpart. The needed extamsto multifluid flow in
cosmology is straightforward since the cosmic #uelolve according to their
own pressure and are usually coupled only throughitgtion ([10] p266, 268).
Two multifluid extensions are given: relativisticeiNtonian (baryonic matter +
dark matter between equivalence and decouplingwtdiean+Newtonian
(baryonic matter+dark matter after decoupling). Ooleserves from 2D
numerical simulations, that last 3 to 15 minutesaostandard PC, how the
Newtonian and the relativistic systems can credtactsires in adequate
conditions, the role of Jeans’ length, the Meszasfiect, and the role of
potential wells of dark matter at decoupling.

The expansion of the backgroundascribed by the “scale factor”
a(t) which is a regular >0 increasing functiortlo# time : a physical distance =
unity at time 0 becomes a(t) at time t. The scatdédr a(t) is obtained from the

Friedman equations. One sets Hét();/ a(t) (= Hubble function). The function

p=p(x,t) denotes the energy density and the functioru (x,t) denotes the

velocity vector; its components are stated (u)v(v= gravitation constant and
® = gravitation potential. Then the fluid is descdl®&y the following equations

in comoving coordinates (i.e. spatial coordinatésse unit of length follows

the expansion of the background: the spatial playsicordinates are obtained
by multiplying the comoving coordinates by the scédctor a(t)). The time

considered here is the usual physical time.

1. The equations in the Newtonian domain

They are the continuity equation, the Euler equatmd the Poisson
equation respectively (see [10] p233, [5] p294)e Elquations are usually stated
with the state law p=0 (dark matter, baryonic madiféer decoupling); one also

considers the state law= é <Vv* > p, where<v? > is the mean squared velocity.

The equations are:

1 - TN —
1) p, +3H (t)p+%5-(pu) =0
. -1 e e e 1l oo
(2) (pu)t+4H(t)pu+%[(D.(,0u))U+P(U-D)”]‘ a(t)Dp a(t)DCDI
3) AP =arep.



In texts of cosmology ([10] p233,[5] p 294) (2)stated in the simpler form

. T e AT
Ut+H(t)U+@(U.D)U— a(t),on a(t)Dq)

The form (2) (obtained by multiplying (1) hy, the above equation by, and
by adding the two equations so obtained) is bettéged for our method and it
follows directly from application of the laws of y#ics. We shall treat this
system with the following splitting of equations.ithe two subsystems will be
treated successively on the same cells. First stdrsy

P, +3H M)+ O.(pu) =0
a(t)

(pu), +4H (t)pa+%[<@.(pa»a+p(a@) 1 =0.

Second subsystem:
o, =0, i.e. p is constant in time,
A® = 47Ga’p

o __i_. _Lﬁ
(pu), = a(t)Dp a(t)DtD-

Note that the numbers 3 and 4 above in factor of &€ due to the dimension 3
of space. We shall anyway keep these numbers iBDhtests since the 2D case
has no physical significance: the 2D case is used@dnvenience (it works on

any PC) and we only observe qualitative results.

2. Newtonian case, first subsystem: delta wave stihn of the Riemann
problemin 1D

The first system in the splitting is thddaving:

1 _
p, +3H (t)p+%-(pu)x =0

(4)

(), + 4HE)(a) + —— (ou?), =O0.
at)

The calculations of delta waves solution of theni&an problem are difficult.

On the other hand one does not need their preaisaufas if one constructs the
Godunov scheme from projection of delta waves bymeeof an extension of
the method in appendix 2: formulas (6) below wharke only based on the



classical step function solution when it exists. ®e give only numerical
evidence of their existence in appendix 1.

3. Newtonian case, first subsystem:

Fortunately one has in a particular caselation of the Riemann problem
made of step functions so that one can apply thesal average value method
for the projection of step functions in this pantt(r case. Set:

) (9= u(0)a(O)

(())2’

2 (a ( ))
If u, (0) <u (0) then obviously ) < c, (t) Ot>0.

Proposition: If u, (0) <u, (0) one has the following solution of the Riemann
problem:

ifx< e, 02 p (<= 0,052 uext) =y .G

if ¢, ()<x<c, (1): p(x,1)=0, u(x t) unspecified,

i1 ¢, (0 p(x)= £, 05 )7 ulxt) =y 0).(5),

Proof. We give the jump conditions of the discouitiy at x= ¢ (t). Set

o (X,t) = O, (t) K(x-c, (1), u(x,t) = u (t) K (x-c, (t)) with K a Heaviside function
(the letter H is used for the Hubble function). Tinst equation in (4) gives:
PK-c. P.K+3H P K+ § P.u (K2) =0

for x> c, (t) it gives ©,’ + 3H ©,=0, hence the formula fgs (x,t). For x= ¢ (t)

it gives q’=§ u.. The second equation in (4) gives:

(P.u)YK?-c’' P, u(K?)+4H PO, u, K2+§ P.(u,)? (K3)=0;

for x> c, (t) it gives (O, u)’ +4H P, u,=0 hence the formula for u(x,t). For x=
c, (t) it gives again ¢== u,, hence the formula for.cOne obtains similar
jump conditions at X‘lﬁ)-

Then the calculations in Appendix 2cmnstruct a Godunov scheme
apply in a straightforward way: (at), c (At) replace uat and y.At

respectively and use the formulas ¢ and u in the above proposition to
project o and pu at timeat=rh: here the quantities
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o (th) =p (O(Z0)"

P, (rh) = A(W%)%
a(0)

p (rh)u,(rh) with u(rh) = u(O)-(a(rh) ),
- _ a0
p . (rh), u(rh) with u (rh) = u, (0)-(a(rh)),
replace respectively the time independent quastipie o ,, (oUu), (pu), of
Appendix 2 which correspond to a(t) =i

One obtains the analog of theorem Appendix 2 concerning physical
interpretation. The formulas in remark 3 of sectdoim Appendix 2 become here
(notation [a,b](x)=1 if a<x<b, O if not):

h/2 h/2

6)  p=[ath) [[-hi2.c h]IXdx +p,(th) [lc, (), h/2](xdx]/(h/2),

0. =[p (rh) ff [-h/2,c (rh)](X)(X)dx + p, (rh) ji[cr (rh),h/2](x)dx]/(h/2),

-h/2 -h/2

same for(pu), and(pu), using p ,(rh).u(rh) andp , (rh).u, (rh) in place ofp (rh)
and p , (rh) respectively. Let us recall from Appendix atlthese formulas have
been obtained in casg(t)< c. (t) from the classical Godunov method and that
our method consists in adopting them in the ca@g>c, (t) as their “natural”
extension.

4. Newtonian system: the numerical scheme in any &pe dimension

For the first subsystem it is an adaptation efahe in Appendix 2, taking
into account the above formulas due to expansiea,appendices 1 and 2. We
sett = nat. From (6), (8) and the above proposition:

Formulas of the 1D schemeThe mean valueso ™ and (o u) ™ in the cell [i-
h/2, i+h/2] at time {, are given by the following formulas that sum ug th
possible contributions of the cells i-1,i and At first auxiliary formulas:

a(tn) 3 n — n a(tn) 4
a(tn+1)) ] (m)| _(p"l)i (a(tn+1)) )

— . (n+Yrh dS

u'rh =ula(t,) njr.h @)

p=p




For this integral we use the trapeze formularfieegration:

I: uina(tn)l( 1 2 + 1 2
2 a'(tn+1) a(tn)

).

Let us recall from Appendix 2 that
L(a,b) = length of [0,1]N[a,b] = min (1,b) —max (0,a).
Then the scheme is (see Appendix 2):

pIt=p 1y LELHrul,  ruly ) + o] L(rul 1+ruT) +p 1, L(L+rul, 2+l ),
(10)
(pu)™=put, L(-1+ru’,, ru?, ) +ou L(ru? , 1+ru’)
+pul, L(L+rul, 2410, ),

completed by

n+l
u in+1 - (mn)il .

P

The CFL condition is
r max{|u'|} <1.

For the second system in the splittimg energy density is constant
in time, so the formulas fow, then pu, are explicit in case of a state law
p=constantp .

The 2D and 3D cases are similar as explained peAgix 2.

Validation: First one checked that in absence of expansiosdheme reduces
to the one in Appendix 2. Then one checked thatbsence of transfer through
the boundary of the window the quantities %\j(f)o(x,t)dx, a(t)* ”p(x,t)u(x,t)dx

and a(ty [ p(xtv(xt)dx are independent on time (which follows at oncenfro

the equations). This is done by imposing a denSBityear the boundary of the
window. The concrete physical interpretation of thenerical scheme for (4)
(same as theoreml in Appendix 2: free streaminthatinterfaces of meshes
then mean values on each cell) is also a positication. One has also
compared the result from this 1D scheme with reduftm the viscosity scheme
(this last one is solution with second membgrs and .(ou) , respectively with



£>0 as small as possible), in cases the viscositynselgives a clear enough
result.

5. Newtonian system: numerical tests in a 2D toy odlel

If the length scale of initial pethations of dark matter or baryonic
matter after decoupling is smaller than the effecttosmological horizon a
Newtonian treatment is expected to be valid. Rivst consider the case of a
pressureless fluid such as dark matter. Dark matt@ade of weakly interacting
particles which do not couple even to radiatioeytdo not feel photon pressure.
For slow enough expansion, or weak enough preseaneepbserves formation
of the familiar network of cluster-filaments-voidsgures 1 and 2. All figures
below are given in comoving coordinates, i.e. thegyresent regions with very
different physical sizes (expanding with time) that the same size at time=0.
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figure 1. A film of
Newtonian matter
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structure formation in a slowly expanding universe made only of
(no pressure). Random initial condions. The scale factors are
respectively 1, 1.12, 1.5 and 2.5. The developmefita filament-cluster-void network is
clearly seen. Bottom: growth of the maximum value fodensity with time: peaks of
matter grow very fast at the beginning, then, wherthey are separated by void regions,

their growth is slow.
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figure 2. Newtonian system. How structure formationdepends on expansion (no
pressure): 100 iterations ( from top-left to bottomright the scale factor is 128, 13.7, 3.5,
1 respectively). Random initial conditions. Structwe formation is made impossible by
too fast expansion, see also figure 3 where an it structure is frozen by expansion. In
case of slow enough expansion one observes the feaninetwork of clusters and
filaments surrounding large void regions as in absee of expansion.



initial candition 100 iterations

200 Herations 300 iterations

figure 3. A structure formation is frozen by exparsion. We choose as initial condition in
the Newtonian system a structure that has been presly created (in a slow enough
expansion background). If the rate of expansion isast enough one observes that the
structure is frozen. This is the 2D analog of the Meszaros effect” or “stagnation”:
fluctuations of Newtonian matter that enter the horzon before equivalence are frozen
till equivalence. Radiation domination ensures thathe universe expands very quickly
(from the Friedman equations) and so Newtonian petrbations that enter through the
horizon are frozen as shown in this test. In thisdst radiation is considered as a smooth
unclustered background that affects only the overdlexpansion rate. In figure 9 below
this test will be reproduced in presence of radiatin as this is really the case. Other tests
using the relativistic system show that relativist fluctuations are also frozen: the
“Meszaros effect” has been observed whether one ssthe Newtonian or the relativistic
description of dark matter before equivalence.
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Now we consider a Newtonian fluid imgva pressure of the form
p=conste as a simplificationof the formulap = % <V > p.

moderate pressure weak pressure

95- I-l- | ll-.-I
|
o= = 1= . = |
- | L | -.
85-.-. u | ] .-
s Wy
g ™ g e
n| ps P - o LI
[ |
-I- ||
70 - m .
o i1 el e
65 X g N : Il.--.l-.
ED-- ¥ -.-. ] -. B
L - |

IEID pressure

55 B0 65 70 78 a0 85

figure 4. Newtonian system. Influence of pressurencstructure formation. These pictures
are given in a case of slow expansion (multiplicatn of the scale factor by 3.5 in 100
iterations). One observes that structure formationrequires a weak enough pressure
(state law p=constp where from left to right and top to bottom const 10, 1, 0.1, O

respectively). One knows that the Jeans’ length prades an information on the
gravitational collapse: perturbations of constant &nsity collapse iff their size is > Jeans’
length; in the initial condition the values of p are at random between 0.9 and 1.1,

therefore approximately 1 and from left to right and top to bottom the Jeans’ length is
approximately 0.5, 0.05, 0.005, 0.The numerical reis are in agreement with the fact
structure formation depends crucially on the Jeandéngth. Indeed usual perturbations
in density involving 4 meshes forming a square coespond to a diameter of 0.01
approximately; they collapse in the bottom figuresLarger rare perturbations ( larger
than a square made of 49 meshes) are requested iopiright (in order to collapse).
Collapse is practically impossible in top-left: inaéted it is not observed.
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6. The equations in the relativistic domain

From the Einstein equations one oistéhe set of equations ([5] p 221+
[10] p233):

1 -
(11) p+ 3Hp +-0O(p+ 5l = 0,
(12) (p+%)(l]t+Hl]+£(l].D)l]) v top o+ 1(p+£2)mcp = 0,
C a a a C
(13) A® = 47658 (p+3c%) |

In the sequel we mainly consider the state tav\éczp of radiation. Then easy

calculations give the system of scalar equations:,

(14) P+ 3Hp + 1A, +(p0), + (ow).] = O,

(14x)

(o), +AHpu+ (%), + (), + ()] =+ Ul +VU, + )+ px+ ~p, =0
(14y)

(m)t+4H;N+—[(puv) +(ov?), + (o), ]——p(uv +Vvv, +wv)+ py+ p¢ =0
(142)

2

4 1 1

(Pw), +AHOW+ (), + (v, + (7). ] =2 (v +vw, +wiw,) +S p,+Zp0, =0
a 3a 4a a

(15) A® =87Ga’p

7. Relativistic system in 2D: splitting
We are forced to use a splitting iBteubsystems. The first term in the
splitting is the one in section 3 in which the \afp has been multiplied bg:
4
p. + 3Hp +£[(m)x +(ov),] = 0
4
(pu), +4Hpu +£[(pu2)x +(ouv),1=0

(o), +4Hm+3—‘;[(puv)x +(v?),1=0.
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The second system in the splitting is:

o =constant in time and\® =87Ga’p

2
P P
4a p a
__¢h 1
' d4ap a’

It is solved similarly as in the Newtonian casansiard solution of the Poisson
equation and integration in time for u and v. Thiedtsystem in the splitting is:

U, = = (uu, + vy,)
3a

V, :i(uv +wW,)
t 3a X y

It is solved according to the method used in Appedfor pressureless fluid
dynamics, considering here a transportation of eaeh by the vector

(—%,—‘E’)%, which follows from these equations.

The numerical tests show that this schesally demands a smaller
value of r (to fulfill the two CFL conditions inegp 1 and step 3) than the
scheme for the Newtonian system, and that thisevdiminishes strongly when

the value of c increases.
8. Relativistic system: numerical tests in a 2D tomodel

In modern cosmological theories inwady inflation the relativistic
treatment is extremely important since fluctuationsside the horizon must be
handled using general relativity [5, 810.12]. Thane supposed to play an
important role in structure formation by crossihg thorizon, being frozen till
equivalence and starting growth after equivalenee §re going to observe all
these steps from our 2D toy models).

13
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figure 5. Formation of structures from the 2D-reldivistic system in case of slow
expansion and small value of the velocity of lighfthat can be interpreted as a model for
super-horizon perturbations; these perturbations hae to be handled using the
relativistic system and the small values of ¢ corspond to very large initial

perturbations). The initial fluid is at random; state law of radiation p:éczp. This

suggests that super-horizon structures (in radiatin, baryonic matter and dark matter)
could be created, then enter into the horizon wherthe universe expands. One has
observed these structures are frozen by fast expana exactly like the Newtonian ones
in figure 3 (Meszaros effect).
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figure 6. The relativistic system does not form strctures when the velocity of light is not
small (case of sub-horizon perturbations of radiaon at all epochs , and of baryonic
matter before decoupling) even in absence of expaas (the visualization on the right is
the one of matter at random, as on the left; it diiers only by the presentation which is
the one used to show structures).
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9. Multifluid tests

The numerical schemes for each fluide aonly superposed
independently except the gravitation step that wotkth a density of energy
which is the sum of the densities of the two fluidghe Poisson equation. We
do not give them in appendix since they can benat aonstructed from the
single fluid schemes.

One can consider the coupled (throwgghvitation) evolution of
densities of dark matter (Newtonian) and baryonsla(wistic) before
decoupling. Baryons are then coupled to photonatk [hatter perturbations are
growing in this epoch and exert a gravitationall jpdilbaryons. Since baryons
are tightly coupled to photons they have a hugermal pressure which opposes
to dark matter pull.

Below we consider the evolution of pdsations of a non-relativistic
component (dark matter) in a universe containirsg @ relativistic component
(radiation and baryons coupled to radiation): tlm-relativistic component
forms structures from a random initial distributiomhile the relativistic
component remains unperturbed (its distributionai@sat random), [5,810.11].

Mesetonian fluid relativistic fluid

figure 7 . Mixture of a pressureless Newtonian flul and of a relativistic fluid (50% each,
epoch of the equivalence); random initial data forboth fluids; slow expansion: scale
factor 3.5 in 100 iterations. The presence of relaiistic fluid has not prevented structure
formation in the Newtonian fluid; this suggests stucture formation in dark matter has
developed between equivalence and decoupling, satha structure of dark matter (not
directly observable) would exist at the time of theCMB, as well as the (observed) near
absence of structure of baryonic matter (relativist before decoupling). See the
behaviour of this mixture after the time of the CMBIin figures 9, 10 below.
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radiation; initial dark matter; initial

radiation; final

figure 8. A simulation of the Meszaros effect more&omplete than the one in figure 3.
Here radiation is taken into account using the mixé Newtonian-relativistic scheme:

90% of radiation and 10 % of dark matter, fast expaision. One observes that the dark
matter structure is frozen due to the fast inflation. One deduces from this test that the
presence of radiation plays no direct role (but anndirect role: the dominant energy of

radiation drives the universe to expand fast from lte Friedman equations). Radiation
remains at random.

At the epoch of decoupling, ymanrs have not yet formed structures
while structures of dark matter already exist agde as gravitational potential
wells for the emergence of structures of baryomatter.
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Baryonic matter, iritial dark matter; initial

10 20 30 40 50 G0 70 B0 80 100 110 120

Baryonic matter; final

figure 9. 2D Mixture of 2 Newtonian fluids: dark matter (80%) and baryonic matter

(20%). Initial condition: top-left: baryonic matter at random in a large region and top-
right: a peak of dark matter previously formed. Final result after a few time steps: one
observes that most of baryonic matter is agglomeratl on the peak of dark matter
outside of which there subsists a diluted “gas” obaryonic matter. For a clearer

visualization in 1D see figure below.
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initial structures: Baryons=red,DM=black
T

o 20 40 60 80 100 120

final structures: Baryons=red,DM=black

30

100 120

figure 10. 1D Mixture of 2 Newtonian fluids: dark matter (80%) and baryonic matter

(20%) (the vertical scale of baryonic matter has ben enlarged for a better
visualization). Initial condition: baryonic matter at random and structures of dark

matter previously formed (with their own velocity). After a few iterations one observes
the creation of baryonic structures that mimick perfectly well the structures of dark

matter.

10. Taking entropy into account

Entropy plays a significant role in somesmological models [5 p
207,216]. In the perfect fluid approximation (whiofeans neglecting viscous
forces in the fluid) the Euler equations in a sthtckground (for simplification)
are stated as:

p, +0.(pu) =0
Ui+ (U0) 0 = - Fp - F
P

18



AD = 47Ga’p
p=p(p,S)
S +00s=0.

where S is the entropy per unit mass: the lasatmu is “theorem H” of
Boltzmann for a collisionless system or a system tlermodynamical
equilibrium.

In perturbation theory one uses a state law y2d,0+0'2d?s which

suggests the choice of a state law=)’p+a*log®). For a Godunov type

scheme one has to consider shock waves: then nimeGelS does not make
sense in the theory of distributions. A mathemésoady shows that the entropy
equation could be treated by the method of AppeBdixsections 3, 4.

11. Intense stellar formation inside a shock waveaia dust cloud

Shock waves can collect matter (the delta pealdDinests). On the surface of
the shock wave the situation looks like the sitwatin a 2D contracting
universe. In this case, one observes from the Naancsystem intense structure
formation, even in presence of significative pressbat would inhibit structure
formation in a static universe.

Conclusion

Recapitulation of the numerical etvations from these 1D and 2D
toy models (there is no insurance one has perforaiedests in the most
adequate conditions: it is not convenient on ad@ite their physical values to
the gravity constant and to the velocity of lighthd impossible to perform
efficient 3D tests).

Super-horizon perturbations, figure 5:

formation of structures from the relativistic systéradiation, baryonic matter
and dark matter). They can enter into the horizomfthe fast expansion before
equivalence.

Sub-horizon perturbations before equivalence figures 2, 3, 6, 8:

structures of dark matter that cross the horizan faszen (Meszaros effect,
observed with the relativistic and also the Newdonsystem); no structure
formation in radiation, baryonic matter (relativessystem) and dark matter (
Newtonian system but frozen).
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Sub-horizon perturbations between equivalence andetoupling, figures 2,
4, 6, 7. structures of dark matter grow (Newtonsystem); no structure
formation in baryonic matter and radiation (reletic system). The role of
pressure (Jeans’ theory) has been observed iNdhonian system (and also
through non small values of c in the relativisistem).

Sub-horizon perturbations after decoupling, figures 2, 6, 9, 10:
structures of dark matter grow; baryonic mattecltcaip with the previously
existing structures of dark matter. No structunerfation in radiation.

Therefore from the full nonlimegystems of fluid dynamics for
cosmic fluids one recovers classical results of theory of cosmological
perturbations.

It seems possible that (in haofispecialists in cosmology) these
schemes could be at the origin of a simple andiefit “machine” for handling
nonlinear evolution of cosmological fluids capatwepredict the distribution of
galaxies and other structures by testing varioysotheses (in the Cold Dark
Matter model for instance, see [5 §15.7]. Their 8Kension is immediate
without dimensional splitting (i.e. without losseificiency).

Appendix 1: Delta waves solutions of the Riemann problem for @ssureless
fluid dynamics in an expanding background

0.7

0.6 - f

0.5+ f

0.4+ f

i

O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
(0] 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

figure 12: One observes delta peaks in the numerical solutioof system (4) in a case of
compression: blue=density, green=velocity
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Appendix 2. A Method of projection of delta wavesn a Godunov scheme
for pressureless fluid dynamics

In [1] the authors noticed that tieduson of the Riemann problem for
the system of pressureless fluid dynamics

P+ (o), =0,

(S) 0y =
(ou), + (o), =0,

shows a delta wave located on the discontinuityhef solution. Nevertheless,
they succeeded to extend the Godunov method to ddse, and obtained
excellent numerical results. After the pioneerimticke [1], various numerical
methods have been proposed for the numerical enlutf system (S).
References are given in [2,3,4,7]. As far as th&ndws they are different from
the method presented here, which appears as aicabidif of the one in [1] in
case of numerous changes in sign of velocity i@ applications to large
structure formation in cosmology the sign of iditralocity in each cell varies at
random).

In the projection step of the Goolrmethod one has to share the
delta waves occurring in the Riemann problems lafthand-side and right-
hand-side contributions. In the solution of ther®Raan problem there occur two
cases. In the first case, we have only one solwifdhe Riemann problem. It is
made of a physically meaningful delta wave, thatdeenot knowa priori how
to share. In the second case, one has two possihligons: a physical one that
has a classical form (step functions without deléae), and a non-physical one
involving a delta wave. In this second case, ortainb a Godunov scheme from
the physical solution in form of step functions,iefhpermits to compute the
formulas governing the sharing of the non-physdelta wave that would lead
to the same scheme. The method in this paper ¢sneisapplying the same
formulas in the first case, when the unique sotuisoin form of a delta wave.

The scheme so obtained coincidés thhe scheme of [1] in the cases
they considered in their applications. Stabilityttod scheme is proved as well as
a global convergence result in any dimension amcafity configuration of the
velocity field. The scheme in this paper has begspted in [6] for numerical
approximations of standard systems of cosmology eliod Newtonian and
relativistic fluids coupled to gravitation in anpanding background, providing
numerical simulations of large structure formatiocosmology.

1. Description of the numerical scheme in [1]
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Standard 1D notation is used: the suatis are the segmenttifh/2,
ih+h/2], i0Z, the space step is denoted lbyand the time step byt; we set
t. = n.aAt andr = At/h. The constant values g& andu on the cell ih-h/2,

ih+h/2] at timet, are denoted by" andu!. In the scheme in [1] the passage
from {p", u'} to { o™, u™} is done as follows. One introduces three
intermediate values (attached to the junctionsd$k

n — n n n n
Wi+l/2 - /Oi U + V /0i+1 Uiy

n n
ui+1/2 ' p i+1/2

(1) and
defined by:

«if u">0andu’,>0 thenu?, ,=u", p",,=p0",
«if u?>0andu’,<0
i, >0 thenu’,,,=u?, p ., =0,
i, <0 thenul,,= Ui, p L= 0k,
«if u"<0 andu,>0 thenu',,=0, p,,=0,

i+l

If ui <0 ar]duin+l<0 thenuin+l/2= uin+1’ 10 |+1/2 p|+l

Finally one computes the valueg¥*, u™} from the formulas

Pr= Pl =T o, Uy, 1 0%,UL,,

(2) (W™= prul-rpl,, (UL,)* +T1pol,Ul,)?,
= (o) o

In the case">0 and u,,<0, if w!,,=0, then the two possible values
of p™* differ by a quantity( p"|u’| + o, |u’,]). As an example let the values of
o, P, ph, beequal () u',=1, u=1 andu?,= -1-¢; then one computes
that the scheme gives™'= (1+2r+re) p. Now, if one changes’ andu’, into
u'= 1+¢ andu’,= -1, one computesp™= (1-re)p, which differs from the
previous value by a quantitgrp (when ¢ - 0, which makes the two
possibilities undistinguishable whifr o is not at all small). Similar trouble can
be found in other schemes for system (S).

This does not cause any troublelingince in the applications under
consideration, changes in sign of velocity are rwents, so that the above
cannot influence the final result. But, if one watd model structure formation
in cosmology, the sign of velocity changes at rando the initial conditions,
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thus displaying the above trouble as the geners.CBhis motivates the search
of a numerical scheme that would work also whenaigl changes sign freely.

2. Solution of the Riemann problem

The calculations of the solution of tRiemann problem for the system
of pressureless fluid dynamics [1, 3,ar recalled in appendix 3. The values of
(o, u) are (o, u,) on the left-hand-side of the discontinuity lochtsx=0 and

(p,, U, ) on the right-hand-side. W is any variable, we setw = w, -w,. We set

u(x,t) =,u Au. H(x-ct),
(3) o (X,t) = p+ 4 p.H(x-ct) + atd(x-ct),
RU)(X.t) = (pu), + A(pu).H(x-ct) + pt5 (x-ct),
£u) =pu, (pu).= p.u, u=(pu)lp,

where H is the Heaviside step functiomjis the Dirac delta function. The
velocity u is discontinuous at=ct, while p and pu display a delta peak on the

discontinuity, which is proportional to time.

Calculations recalled in appendix 3 give:

C:\/E-Ur"'\/;wul)/(\/p—r +\/FI)’
(4) a=- Jpp,. AU,
B =ca.

In the casel,> u, one hasa u<O, thereforea >0, as requested since the density
p cannot be €. But in the casel, < u,, Au>0, thereforea <0, which is not

acceptable for a density. Therefore the solutigng4ot physically acceptable
in the casau, < u, (one also finds it is unstable). Fortunately, histcase, one

finds another solution, which is physically accéteall,3,7]:

« if x<ut thenu(xt) =u, p(x,t)=p (left-hand-side region),
(5) « if ut <x <ut thenu(x,t)undefined,o (x,t) = 0 (void region),
« if x>ut thenu(x,t) =u,, p(x,t) = p, (right-hand-side region).

This solution corresponds to the physics of théblerm: in absence of pressure
the two sides depart each other with their respecstelocities.

3. Projection of delta waves
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When a function is regular enougty, s*, one usually projects it on a
discretization lattice by taking its mean valueaath cell ih-h/2, ih+h/2. This
method lacks “continuity” when a delta peak is ledaclose to an interface.
Such a delta peak that, within the unavoidable dairgy, would be located on
the interface, could be as well attributed to aigg.sNumerical tests show that
the trivial equal division to each side does natdoice very good results. Then
in presence of delta peaks, the knowledge of thetiion itself is not sufficient
to permit a correct projection on a discretizatiattice. The presence of delta
peaks in the solution (3) of Riemann problems foe tequations (S) of
pressureless fluid dynamics and for the systemghyfics in [6] therefore
makes the projection step of a Godunov scheme naalt The delta peaks
from the Riemann problems should have nontrivightdihand-side and left-
hand-side contributions to be discovered.

How can we treat the delta wavéhm projection step of a Godunov
scheme in the case> u,? The idea developed here is the following:

- In the casau, < u,, one applies the Godunov scheme using the solution

(5), which has the usual form of step functions.
« Still in this caseau, < u,, one seeks how to share the (non-physical) delta

peaks inp and puin (3), so as to obtain the same numerical schéime.delta
peak inp is assumed to contribute to the left-hand-sidelged factora, and to
the right-hand-side cell by a factar, with A4 +A =1. Same for the delta peak in
(pu), whose respective contributions are proportidadactorsy, and y, , with

u +u, =1. We compute explicitely the valuels, A, 4, x4 that give the same

numerical scheme as the one from the step funcsolion.
- Now, in the case,> u,, for each similar configuration of the waves, one

adopts the same formulas far, A, 4, 4 to share the delta peaks into left and
right-hand-side contributions.

In the sequel of this section the sharirgefftcients A, A, , 4,y are
calculated in the case < u, as functions of the variables, u, o, p, . We

denote by w, (respectivelyw. ) the mean value of a variabkeon the segment
[-h/2,0] (resp. P, h/3).

« Case0< u,< u,. In this casel, <c< u, from (4).
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Ou, At cAt uAt  h2

C h/2

Projection of the step functions (two discontirestiof velocitiesu, and u,,
provided the CFL condition At< h/2 i.e.r u,<1/2) gives from (5), as shown in
the above picture:

p_|:p|1
(ﬂ‘l—)l = (m)l ’
0. = (pubt+p (h/2-uAt))/(h/2) = p, +2rpu, -2rp.u, ,

(ou),=(pu), +2rp,U%-2rp, u.?>.
Projection of the ( non-physical) delta wave gifresn (3), (4):

o= (o012 +4 a a)(h/2) = p+ 2 ar,

(o), = ((pu), N2+, p A)I(W2) =(pu), +2 14 BT,
0. = (pciot+ A a b+ p (h/2-cat))/(h/2)= p. +2 pcr+2 A ar -2 p, Cr,

(o), = ((pu)cat+ p, g o+ (pu), (h/2-cat))/(h/2) = (pu), +2(pu)cr+2 u, Br
-2(pu), cr.

Identification of the two sets of formulas gives:

Io|u| _lorurszC+ /]r a _prc’
p.U2- p U= (pu)cty g -(pu) cC.

Using (4), the last two formulas give, after imnadi calculation,4, =1 and
u.=1. Therefore, in this case, the sharing coefftsieme

6) =0, 1, =1, x4 =0, p =1.
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This means that in this case the delta waves tomérionly to the right-hand-
side.

« Caseu, < u,<0. In this case one obtains similarly as above
(7) A=1, 2. =0, x4 =1, u =0.
« Caseu, <0< u, andc>0.

h/2 U At 0

( )

-h/2 0 h/2
Projection of the step functions (provided the Gféindition max|u, |,u,).At<
h/2 i.e r max]u, |,u,)<1/2) gives from (5):

o0 = p.(h2+u at)/(h/2) = p+2 0, upr,

(ou), = (pu),.(h/2+u,at)/(h/2) = (pu), + 2(pu)ur,
0. =p,.(h2-uat )I(h/2) = p.-2p, ufr,

(ou), = (pu), .(h/2-uat)/(h/2) = (pu), - 2(pu), u,r.

LI At h/2

Projection of the (non-physical) delta wave givesf (3), (4) exactly the same
formulas as those obtained above in the Oase < u..

Identification of the two sets of formulas gives:

pU=Aa,

pUZ= 1 B,

-p, U =pC+tA a-pcC,

- (pu), u, = (pu)c+y g -(pu),c.

Thus one obtains the formulas for the left-hand-sidd right-hand-side
contributions of the delta wave:

(8) A= pula,
Arz (_pr ur +C (pr_pl))/a’
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“=pu’lg,
M, = (_prur2+ C (prur_lol ul))/,B

« Caseu, <0<u, andc<0. Similar calculations give:

©)  A=(au +c(p-p))a,

=" P ur/a1
M= (,0| U|2+ C (prur'pl u|))/,31
H=-p, UzlpB.

Sum up of these results: rule of splitting of tedta peak observed in the case
u,< u,. The splitting of the delta peaks into a left-hande contribution and a

right-hand-side contribution depends on the (leftight hand-side) positions of
the three waves under concern: those of veloadities, and the delta peak of

velocity c. Looking at the above four cases in whigh< u, , one arrives at the
conclusion that the following rule always hold wakiate thej), A, factors in
the contribution of the delta peak it

« A-contribution to the side where the wave of velpaitis located: p, u/a,
« A-contribution to the side where the wave of velpaitis located .0, u/a,
« A-contribution to the side where the delta peakcated: c(p, -0 )/ o .

Note that the contributions are nulluf=0, u,=0 andc=0: there is no ambiguity
when a wave lies at the interface.

Example: in the case, <0< u, andc>0,

the wave of velocity, contributes to the right-hand-side, i.eatpby -p u/a,
the wave of velocityc contributes to the right-hand-side, i.e. Ag, by c(p, -
p)la,

the wave of velocity, contributes to the left-hand-side, i.e. A9 by o, u/a.
Sum up of all contributionsA =-p u/a+ c(p,-p)a and A=pul/a. One
recovers (8).

For they,, u, factors in the contribution of the delta peak gruj the rule is:

- u-contribution to the side where the wave of velpditis located: p, u,?/ 3,
« p-contribution to the side where the wave of velpaitis located o u,*/ 3,
- u-contribution to the side where the delta peakesedcc(p, u-p u,))/ g.
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Then, the method of this paper consisedopting this rule (obtained in
the known case < u)) in the (unknown) case < u, for the splitting of delta

peaks. How can it be justified? One could think tha proper formulas for the
projection of delta waves are the same whether #rey physical or non-
physical. Ana posteriorijustification is provided by the convergence resul
theorem 3, although it does not cover all main gaged the convergence result
in theorem 4 below, which concerns a very slightiincation of the scheme but
covers all cases. To validate the scheme andtteguality one has compared
the numerical results with other solutions (figule and 3): one obtains the
correct solution in all cases.

Remark. This method can be applied to nonlineaesys, which are systems of
physics or systems obtained from a splitting otesys of physics and that are
variants of the system of pressureless fluid dysanNumerical approximations
are proposed in [6] in the Newtonian and relativistases, where their use
permits to observe the main steps of large stradimmmation according to the
cosmic epochs.

4. Interpretation of the splitting rule

In the case> u,, in which the formulas were obtained, one has a
void region separated by discontinuities of velesiti, andu.. In the case < u,

one has instead some phenomenon looking intuitilikéy a collision of two
volumes of fluid. Does the splitting rule adoptdidwa an intuitive interpretation
in the collision case?

Theorem 1: In the “collision case” the splitting rule can beerpreted as an
“‘interpenetration” of the two volumes of fluid. #mounts to decompose the
physical phenomenon that occurs at the level difitesimal cells”, into first
“free streaming through the interfaces of cellsitieah to small volume by the
CFL condition”, then “mixing” inside each cell (theean value) so as to have
well defined density and momentum in each cell.

Proof of the theorem:

« Casel<u,<u,.
0 UAt cAt uAt  H2

28 C h/2



From (6) p=p, and p = p +2rpu -2rp.u, . The projection in case of
interpenetration of the two fluids giveg =p and p, = (uatp + (h2-

u,at) o )(h2) =p,+2r pyu,-2r p. u. Same formulas hold fo¢ou), and (ou), .

Thus one recovers the formulas from (6). Same tesué obtained in the case
u<u,<0.

« Caseu <0< u, andc >0.

/2 u, At

r

h/2

-h/2 n/2

In this case the splitting rule gives=-p . u/a, A, =(p u, +c (p.-p)) a,
H=p, urZ/,B1 ,urz(lol U|2+ C (:Or U-»0 U|))/,3

Then, from the splitting rule

0, =((h/2) p+ A a ot)/(h2) =p, +2r A a=p +2r(- p, u,),

o. = ((h/2) -cat) p, + cat p+ A a Ar)/(h/2) =p +2rc(p - p, )+2r( p U, +C
(pr_lol)) =pr+ 2r10| uI'

(o), =((h/2) (pu) | + 4 g O)I(N2)= (pu), +2r g g = (pU), +2r(- p, U, "),

(o), = (((h/2) -cat)(pu)tcat(pu) +p pa)i(h/i2)= (pu)+c 2r((pu)-
(pu)) +2r(pu*+c (o u-pu))=(pu)+ 2rou,’.

The projection in case of interpenetration gives:

p = (u bt p+(hi2) p)I(h2) =p-2rp, u,
p, =((W2) p+u, st p)I(hi2) = p,+ 25 u,.
(au), =(- u,at(pu) , +(h/2)(pu))/(h/2) =(pu)-2rp, u*,
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(ou), = ((h/2) p, utu, At pu)l(h/2) = p, u+2rpu,®.
We proceed the same way in the cas®< u, andc <O.

Remark 2. In [6] more complicated systems of ptg/sire presented, for which
physical intuition cannot give the numerical schear&d that can be treated in
the same way.

Remark 3. The scheme can be written:
h/2 h/2

o = [o [I=h/2thu1(x)dx +p, [[rhu,,h/2)(x)dx]/(h2),

0. =[p T[—h/Z,rhu,](x)dx + 0, T[rhur,h/Z](x)dx]/(h/Z),

-h/2 -h/2

and similar formulas fofeu), and(eu), , with the notationd,b](x)=1 if a<x<b,
0 if not. In case ¥ u, this follows from the classical Godunov schemee Th
splitting rule consists in adopting the same fosuh the unknown case> u,

5. Comparison with the scheme in [1]

Propositionl: If u?,>0, u”>0, u",>0 then the scheme in [1] and the scheme in
this paper give the same valuesgif* andu’™*. The same result holds in case
u', <0, u"<o0, u’,<0.

Proof: From (1)Jin—1/2: UL, £l =0 s Uy, = U, 2 =00 Therefore
pin+l=p Frot WHrp uin—mpuinﬂ:pu P lauinuin Hoou LU . Now, from
theorem 1, one checks easily that

pin+1= (uin—1 At p in—1+(h' uy At)pin)/h =rpy uin—1+(1'r uin)piny

which is the same formula. The calculations ghaegame result in casead.

Looking at the various cases after (1) the schientkis paper differs from the
scheme in [1] in the case >0 andu?,,<0 which is a “collision case”.

6. Numerical schemes in 1D, 2D and 3D
Let andb be two numbers with<b, |a|<1/2, |b-1]|<1/2 Set

L(a,b) = length of [0,1]N[a,b] = min (1,b) — max (0,a).
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In both cases (void regionuf> u, and interpenetration tf.< u,) the volume of
matter which lies iniph-h/2, ih+h/2 at timet = n.At = nrh is transported
between the times, andt,, with velocityu”. Then after transport, from the
CFL condition below, this volume is to be foundtiate t_,, in the three cells
[ih-3h/2, ih-h/2, [ih-h/2, ih+h/4 and jh+h/2, ih+3h/2 as well as in the
segmentip-h/2+ u! at, ih+h/2+ u" At]. Therefore the mean valueg " and
(pu) ™ in the cell [h-h/2, ih+h/Z at timet , are given by the following
formulas that sum up the possible contributionsnftbe cells-1, i andi+1.:

pri=pl, LI, Tul,) + o P L(rU? 14rur) + o T L(L4rur, 2+ul,),
(10)
(pu)*=(pu)y, L(-L+rur,, rul,) +(pu) L(rup 1+ruy)
+(pu),L(1+rur, 2+1ul,),

which are completed by

n+l

uin+1 - (la'l)|

n+l

P
The CFL condition is:
r max{u!|} <1.
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figure 1. from top to bottom the results of the three 1D tests in [2] using the scheme
presented here. One obtains results practically id#ical to those in [2] (200 points mesh,
same time) and to the exact solution given in [2hfte that the velocity is meaningless in
the void regions). The minor defect (the spike) olesved in top-left is identically
observed in the schemes tested in [2]. In the secbrest the minimum value of the
vacuum state is aboutt0~*%®, Concerning the third test it has been observed #t the
presence of gravitation in the context of [6] redues considerably the support of delta
peaks.
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figure 2: A numerical test from [7]. Two clouds ofpressureless gas collide at t=0. From
left to right and top to bottom t = 0, 0.5, 1, 1.53.5, 6. The space has been divided into
450 meshes and r=1. One observes complete agreemeith the numerical results and
the exact solution given in [7]. At time t=6 all mass is concentrated in a single delta peak
which is smeared out over 24 cells (this defect thddouble delta peaks” adjacent to
vacuum states are not captured as sharply as expedt has been observed also in [7]).
Gravitation is present in the context of cosmology6] and it will repair this defect since
it has been observed it can reduce the support oetta peaks to one cell even in 2D and
3D tests. The minimum value of the vacuum states igss than107?°?. The computation
time on a standard PC has been 0.24 second.
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Figure 3. The 1D test 4 in [4]: the velocity changrits sign in a region with varying
density (according to [4, top of p3] many methodsail in this test). Left figure: blue at

t=0, green at t=0.25, red at t=0.5, black =delta pd solution at t=1. The final collapse of
the numerical solution occurs exactly at its corretctime and location (t=1, x=1 in units of
[4]) in form of a delta peak whose base encompass8s cells. Right figure: at t = 0.5
exact solution (black) and numerical solution (blue‘o’); one observes numerical
dissipation on the discontinuities and an isolategoint. For t>1 the delta peak moves to
the right as expected but its base enlarges; graeition which is present in the
applications in [6] will repair this defect. The canputation time on a standard PC has

been 0.1 second.

In the 2D case the equations of pressurelessdignamics are

pr+ (pU)x+ (pVv)y =0,
(11) pu)+ (pud + (puv)y =0,

V) + (puv)x + (pv?), =0,

in which @,V) is the velocity vector. The 2D spaceyf is divided into square
cells of sideh and centeril, jh), i) OZ,

Ci; ={(x,y) such thath-h/2 <x<ih+h/2 andjh-h/2<y<jh+h/2}.
One considers the eight cells that have a joinhtaty with the cellC;; . The

n

numerical scheme is the passage from thép\;,”pt(pu)i,j,(pv)i,”j} ij Oz to the set

{p'}jl,(pu)'}jl,(pV)TT} ij 0z Analogously to the 1D case ( it is clear thattem
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(11) amounts to a translation by the vecton(, v.At) in place of u.at, as
found in the 1D case), set:

A( a, b)=area of the intersection of the square otes{D,0), (0,1), (1,0), (1,1)ith
the square of verticfg, 1+a), (a, b), (b, 1+b), (1+a,1+b)lOne has:

A(a, b) = L (a,1+a). L (b,1+b).

The square ¢, is translated by the vectar(, At, v; , At). Taking into
account the cell G itself and its eight neighbours, one obtains trentilas of
the 2D scheme, ik.= p, pu, andpv successively:

(12) od“ijl= A__;_ lwA',‘u A(A-i+ruf ,,u-j+rvg ),
e

completed by

(pu)t (V)7
ur_1+1 — , n+l —

ij n+l i n+l

The CFL condition is
r.max {u’ |, b7, I} <1.

Adaptation of the scheme to 3D is immediatesuffices to define an
auxiliary functionV (="volume”) similar to A (="area”), and an auxiliary
function taking into account the 26 neighbours pus cell itself, see a 3D
numerical scheme in [6]. The 2D and 3D tests Ivavked quite well, like the
1D ones given above. The numerical results apprabanthe exact solution
when it exists; some numerical viscosity can beepled on discontinuities and
delta shocks, like in all schemes of the same gafbut not in the sticky
particule method of [4]).

7. Stability of the scheme and weak*compactness

Theorem 2: The scheme is’'Lstable in the variables and pu, and L~ stable in
the variableu for which the maximum principle holds. These resthbld in any
space dimension.

Proof: From (10) (and eliminating boundary effedts instance ifp and pu
are null close to the left-hand-side and right-haitl boundaries) one has:
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Z Pt = Z P = Z o

i0z i0z i0z

and same for the variabjeu. Sincep is positive this implies the'Lstability of
the scheme in the variable.
Now assume that

asu'<b ooz,
Since p" =0 this implies that
ap'<sptul<bp" DiOZ.
Since the quantities L in (10) are positive, theosel line in (10) implies that
ap™<(pw<bp™ OiOZ.
Assumingp™*>0 (if notu™is meaningless) this implies that
asu™<baonoz.

which is the maximum principle in the variable Now

2 loull = max(@l.[b) > of

iz i0z

implies that the scheme is' Istable in thepu variable. This permits to use
compactness in the usual way. The scheme takes ptaa finite interval I.
Embedding L(I) into the Banach spac®l of Radon measures on I, there exists
a sequenceh, - 0 such that the corresponding sequenggs) and (u,)

converge in the weak-* topologiesihand L”respectively to a measys@and to

a L”functionu. The proof can be reproduced without modificatjartber than
the obvious ones, in any space dimension.

8. A convergence result in case the velocity hasnstant sign

Theorem 3 In the case velocity has a constant sign thersehenverges to a
pair (p,u) of a measure and a functioru solution in the sense of distributions

of the equations of pressureless fluid dynamicgRin [0,+») when the initial
conditionis Lin p and L”in u. Note that this holds in any space dimension.
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Corollary: In the case the velocity has a constant sign bwscheme in [1] is
convergent (from proposition 1).

Proof of theorem 3: Set R={xOIR, t>0} and D(IR*) = the space of all
C~functions IR* — IR with compact support in IR. We are going to prove
thato ¢ 0 D(IR*)

[{py. +(puy }tdxdt and[ {(pu)y, +(pu?)y } dxdt

tend to 0 a$ - O, if pandu are the step functions from the numerical scheme

with space meshsizie and time meshsizen (fixed r). To this end we do as
follows. From the discretization

[y dxdt=3 p( | y (X, t)dxdt).

(i-1/2)h<x<(i+1/2)h,nrh<t<(n+1)rh
¢ (X9 =g (hnrh) +rh ¢, () +hy () = @) +h O(1) where () concerns
intermediate points andy()! = ¢ (ih,nrh). Then

J oy ddi=3 pith(w) +3 o7 th*hO(1) =rth* 3 o1 (s ) +hO()
from the L stability in o and since)  rh <fixed valueT due to the compact

support ofy . A similar bound holds fof o Uy, dxdt from thepu L*stability.
Therefore, settingy , )" = . (ih,nrh),
3) [ {py. + (puy }dxdt =rh?3 {p7 (¢ )/ +(pW) | (¢,)7}+ hO().

Similarly
14 [ {(pWy, + (pu?)y }dxdt =
rh? > {Cou)! (¢ ) +(pu®) T (¢,)7} +h O(Q).

Now the formulas ¢ )= (¢ "-¢7)/th +h OQ), @ ,)!=(¢ u-¢ ) +h
O(1) permit to rewrite (13) as
[{ow +(puy tdxdt =th® Y {p7(¢*-¢ )rh +(ou) (¢ la-¢ )N}

+rh2> phO(1) +rh? > (p u)th(l) +O(1).
From fhe Lt stability in ,0], puandsincg’ rh < T):
hO(1) > rh? p?+hO(1) > rh?|pul} < hO(1).

Therefore
15) [{pw. +(puy Jdxdt =hY {p7 (¢ -¢]) +r(pW)] (¢ -y

hO) =Y oty -3 pru +1'Y (pu)L ¢! Y (pu)] ¢} hO(1)
=-hY {pl-p (o) - (pWLT} ¢ 7+ hO(1).
After another change of indices
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2 o) - (et w=3 [(pu) ™ - (W)L (¢ +e -y 7).
Claim: 3 [(pu) ™ - (oW T (¢ 7-¢ ) =hO(1).

Proof of the claim: the left-hand-side member isa&do
2 (pu) "™{(¢ -y 7)) + (@ ls-¢ 1)) The factor { } =h*O(1). Then use the

L~and L stability inuand p respectively.
End of the proof of theorem 3:

Thereforey [(pu)! - (pU)LD ¢ =% [(ou) ™ - (pU){ST} ¢ ! +hO(1).
Using (15) |

(16) [{py .+ (pu)y Jdxdt =
Y {pi-pH(pu) I - (pU)3T} ¢ !+ HO(D).

Similarly

(17) [{(pu)¢ +(pu*)y ,}dxdt =
-hY {Cpu)l- (pu)!+rl(pu®)™ - (pu®) [} 7+ hO(2).

Now let us assume thaf >0 Oi andon. If w=p or puthen one has from the
scheme

WP = TUSWEE (LW = wirwur - wisur),

Inserting this formula withv=p into (16) andv = pu into (17) the first terms
in the second members disappear. The same prodd Hall velocities are0.
Clearly the same proof holds in 2D and 3D (aftét) (he scheme gives various
terms: those of smaller order are only relevant emespond to the terms in
(16)(17)).

Question: Is the scheme still convergent withoug #trong assumption on the
velocity? In the next section the convergence wég slightly modified scheme
iIs proved. The slight modification brings a simighition of the proof of

convergence: it amounts to solve a system whichshase solution modulo a
translation, and for which the same proof as the ohtheorem 3 applies
because all velocities are positive.
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89. A convergence result for a slightly modified $eme

Let us consider a system of conservation laws:

%u(x,t) + % f (u(x,t)) =0.

(18)

Forc > 0 set

(19) U (x,t) =u(x—ct,t).

Then
%U (x,t) = —cDu(x—ct,t) + D,u(x —ct,t),
0

— f(U(x,t)) = Df (u(x- ct,t)).i u(x—ct,t).
0X 0X

Therefore from (18)

0 0 )
(20) S U+ (FUD) +eU(x 1) =0,

If we know that all velocities of wavés (18) are contained in a finite
interval [a,b], then all velocities of waves for (20) are con& in p+c,b+c],
therefore they are positive © is chosen larger thara.- If one can prove
convergence of a numerical scheme for (20) whervelthcities are positive,
then using (19) in the reverse order would proveveogence of a numerical
scheme for (18). From the maximum principle in ovaed in theorem 2, this
method can be applied to the system of pressurdlags dynamics with
c= -inf(uy(x)) . After this change of variable, the new equatiobtained when

pressureless fluid dynamics is considered in (18) a

R +(RU), + cR=0,

(21)
(RU), +(RU), + ¢ RY, = 0.

System (21) is treated with the above scheme iohwihe velocities aré" +C
instead of U" in the auxiliary functiort, i.e.
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RM™=RY, L(-1+rU +rc, rU,+rc) +RIL(rU [ +rc,1+rU ! +rc)
+R, L(1+rU ", +rc,2+ rU ", +rc),

(RU)™=(RU)", L(-1+rU?,+rc, rU ", +rc) +(RU) " L(rU " +rc,1+rU ! +rc)
+(RU)!, L(1+rU 7, +rc,2+rU [, +rC),

completed by

Un+1=M_
! Rn+1
The CFL condition is
r max{|U" [+c} < 1.
Instead of performing the translation ot to the left if N is the total

number of iterations) at the end of calculationse oan chooseandc such that
r max{|U"|} <1/2 andrc=1/2, and change into i-1 every two time steps. The

final result from the two strategies is the same.
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figure 3: the previous scheme and the slightly motied one of this section give exactly
same results as expected. Evidence from the testptleft in figure 1 and bottom-right in
figure 2; black ‘line’ = scheme of section 6, blu&’ = scheme of this section.

The scheme in section 6, which correspaads0 in the formulas above,
permits therefore a smaller value of r. Therefons better suited in numerical
works and (motivated by Theorem 4) one conjectitresnverges (since it is
very close to the one in this section).

40



Theorem 4 (convergence of the scheme to a solution of thecka problem):
For any initial datge L* andu L*the slightly modified scheme is convergent
to a pair f,u) of a measurgp and aL™ function u which is solution of the
system of pressureless fluid dynamics in the seoSedistributions on
IR" x[0,+0) . The result holds in any space dimension.

Proof: The maximum principle im is proved as in theorem 2. Then the
convergence proof is a direct adaptation of tle®fpof theorem 3 in which one
replaces pu)y¥, by (putcp)y, (first equation) and Au®)y, by
(pu®*+cpu)y, (second equation), as well as in the corresponding
discretizations of these formulas. It is clear fheof adapts to any space
dimension by choosing suitable consteatse,,,... in each direction.

10. Application. A toy-model of evolution of smallperturbations in a static
background fluid.

Let us consider the system of pressaselfluid dynamics coupled to
gravitation ( [10] p233, [5] p207), in 1D:

P+ (pu), =0,
(m)t +(m2)x +m3x :01
AD =47Gp,P =0 on the boundary.

This system is splitted into pressureless fluidadyics and the system

0= constant in time,
(m)t +m)x = O’
AP =47Gp,

for which a numerical solution is straightforwarodne compute®, thenv, and
integrates in t. Extension to 2D is straightforward
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figure 4: 1D case including gravitation. Depictionof values of the density at 4
successive times. The initial values gb are chosen at random between 0.9 and 1.1. The

initial values of u are chosen at random between B and 0.5. We observe the effect of
gravitation. After a few time steps the matter is ondensed in form of bound structures.
After more time steps peaks agglomerate more and m® and grow since the total
amount of matter is constant, forming larger strucures with time.
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Figure 5: 2D caseincluding gravitation in a static background. Top: the dark-blue
regions are void, the red ones are full of matterln a vast region, one observes a
patchwork of voids, clusters and filaments of matte One observes already (in 2D and
static universe) the typical structure filament-clwster-void network observed in [5] p308,
p333, [9] cover, [10] cover, p490, p458. The time&@ution one observes is exactly similar
to the one depicted in [5] p308, which can be gueskfrom the 1D evolution depicted in
figure 4 and the above figure. This 2D test, as weals the much more evolved ones in [6]
(expanding background, relativistic, multifluid), can be done on any standard PC (here
meshgrid 200X 200, 100 iterations, computation time 5 minutes).

Conclusion

In the case of numerous changes gnssiof velocities the method
presented in this paper permits to extend the egiplity of the scheme in [1],
which introduced the pioneering idea to projecttadelaves in a Godunov
scheme. It has an interpretation from the physigalvpoint (theorem 1),
mathematically strengthened by the result of stgb{theorem 2) and the
convergence theorems (theorems 3, 4).
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The scheme has given the correctteeguall numerical tests when an
exact solution exists (as it could be presumed filoenconvergence theorem 4).
In particular, the scheme in this paper works wel problems where the
velocity changes sign in regions where the densities smoothly (figure 3). It
shows a good accuracy, taking into account it ry Y&st and with a rather large
CFL condition, but it is not free of numerical distion (to be possibly
diminished by numerical techniques, but this appeseless in applications to
cosmology [6] since it has been observed gravitaten reduce the support of a
delta peak to one cell). It extends at once (witltbnensional splitting) into 2D
and 3D schemes, whose use is easy inside the ¢gehof splitting of equations
[1,6] for numerical approximation of more compliedtsystems that cannot be
conveniently treated globally.

Systems more complicated than pressurelesd f@ynamics can be
treated in view of a Godunov scheme by the origmathod of projection of
delta peaks presented in this paper. As an apipiicathe Newtonian and
relativistic systems that describe matter and gnsupmitted to gravitation in
an expanding background are solved numericallyDn 2D and 3D in [6], as
well as multi-fluid extensions. The numerical tests [6] provide a 2D-
description of some of the main events of thetheblarge structure formation
in cosmology, that explains the structure of gaaxiand galaxy clusters
observed in the today universe.

Appendix 3: Calculations of the delta peak solutins of the Riemann
problem for the system of pressureless fluid dynams

The results can also be found in[3,7]. We seeHlwisa of the form

u(x,t) = u + Au. H(x-ct),
o(Xt)=p,+ A& p.H(X-ct) + ato(x-ct),

whereH=Heaviside functiong =Dirac delta function. We insert these formulas
into the system

P +(pu), =0,
(pu), +(pu?), =0.

After separation of the terms in factor bAnd without the first equation gives
the two equations

(22) —cAp+a+A(pu) =0, O =ud+AuHI,
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Taking into account the line above, the term wititduoom the second equation
appears as

- cA(pu) + ca + A(pf) = 0.
This equation and the first equation in (22) give
(Ap)c® — 2A(pu)c + A(pu®) = 0.

Solving this equationin c

NCOEY Y.

Ap

which, in turn, gives
a=*Aupp .

If Au<o,i.ew >y, one has a peak in density, therefereo and thus

Ma) -\ap _uda+uia
Ap \/E+\/;r

If au>0, i.e.w <y, the above formulas give a negative density peak:

indeed one has a void region according to (5). fmhgative density peak
depicted by the above formula is a nonphysical tewiu One can check the
other choices of signs i are nonsense. The formula fgrin (3) is obtained

by multiplying o andu:

a=-Aupp ,c=

B =u,ad + (Au)aHo .

Integration and use of (22) give:

B=ua+a(c-u)=ac,
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