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Abstract. We consider the compressible Euler equations of gas dynamics with isentropic equation of state. In
the low Mach number regime i.e. when the fluid velocity is very very small in comparison to the
sound speed in the medium, the solution of the compressible system converges to the solution of its
incompressible counter part. Standard numerical schemes fail to respect this transition property and
hence are plagued with inaccuracies as well as instabilities. In this paper we introduce an extra flux
term to the momentum flux. This extra term is brought to fore by looking at the incompressibility
constraints of the asymptotic limit system. This extra flux term enables us to get a suitable flux
splitting, so that an additive IMEX-RK scheme could be applied. Using an elliptic reformulation
the scheme boils down to just solving a linear elliptic problem for the density and then explicit
updates for the momentum. The IMEX schemes developed are shown to be formally asymptotically
consistent with the low Mach number limit of the Euler equations. A second order space time fully
discrete scheme is obtained in the finite volume framework using a combination of Rusanov flux for
the explicit part and simple central differences for the implicit part. Numerical results are reported
which elucidate the theoretical assertions regarding the scheme and its robustness.
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1. Introduction. The compressible Euler equations of gas dynamics serve as a staple
for fluid dynamics models. Therefore, they attracts a lot of attention for development of
numerical schemes. They have been as relevant today as they ever were in the history, owing
to their ability to express multiple flow regimes and, inability of numerical schemes to capture
all at once. The compressible Euler equations are typically studied, from the perspective of
numerical schemes for two distinct and complementary fluid regimes, namely

• compressible regime: where the reference sound speed of the medium is of the same
order as of the speed of the fluid under consideration; and

• weakly compressible or incompressible (low Mach) regime: where the sound speed is
of orders of magnitude more than that of the velocity of the fluid under consideration.

In this paper it is the low Mach number regime for which we endeavour to design and analyse
a class of numerical schemes. Typically the Euler equations once subjected to appropriate
non-dimensionalisation via appropriate scaling parameters reveals a singular perturbation
parameter many a times denoted by ε which is a scaled Mach number [2, 9]. Strictly speaking
the incompressible limit or regime is only achieved at the limit of ε → 0. But, in practice
ε values in the vicinity of O(10−1) or O(10−2) signify the weakly compressible regime and
values smaller than that are considered for flows which are more or less incompressible.

Standard explicit schemes find it a hard task to maintain stability requirements when
summoned for weakly incompressible flows, let alone incompressible flow. This is because of
dire CFL stability restriction which enforces that the time steps are O(ε). Resulting to a
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practically almost non evolving scheme in the incompressible regime. Having said this solving
the stability issue doesn’t still render a good numerical scheme. The numerical schemes
also suffer from inaccuracies in the incompressible regime. The inaccuracy of the numerical
solution, and inability of the numerical method to respect the transitional behaviour of the
equations are mainly due to the loss of information in the passage from continuous to discrete
level. We refer the reader to [10, 12, 17] and the references therein for a detailed account of
the above-mentioned anomalies.

The convergence of solutions of the compressible Euler equations to those of the incom-
pressible Euler equations in the limit of zero Mach number, and the associated challenges
in numerical approximation is an active area of research. The asymptotic preserving (AP)
framework provides a robust framework to address these issues. An AP scheme has two main
characteristic features, exactly aiming to remedy the above noted challenges associated with
the numerical approximation of plasma flows, which are:

• its stability requirements are independent of the multiscale or a singular parameter;
• in the limit of the singular parameter, the numerical scheme transforms itself to a
scheme for the limit system.

The notion of AP schemes was initially introduced by Jin [14] for kinetic transport equations;
see also [8, 15] for a comprehensive review of this subject. The procedure takes into account
the transitional behaviour of the governing equations of the problem, and its stability require-
ments are independent of the singular perturbation parameter. Hence, an AP scheme for the
compressible Euler equations automatically transforms to an incompressible solver when the
Mach number goes to zero. As discussed in [8], semi-implicit time-stepping techniques provide
a systematic approach to derive AP schemes; see, e.g. [4, 7, 9, 18, 20], for some semi-implicit
AP schemes for the Euler or shallow water equations.

The literature for AP schemes for Euler equations in the low Mach regime is quite abun-
dant; see [2, 6, 11] and the references therein for a detailed exposure. To the best of out
knowledge the pursuit to find an additive implicit explicit (IMEX) scheme [19] which is lin-
early implicit is still going on. Typically the pressure term in the momentum is considered
to be implicit in an additive IMEX scheme for the Euler equation. And this pressure term is
non-linearly dependent on density. This lead to a semi-implicit scheme which is still non-linear
needing for employment of a Newton solve. In [6] the authors have developed IMEX scheme
which are linearly implicit, but are not additively split. This is primarily the problem that
we have focused on in this paper.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we present the govern-
ing equations i.e. the Euler equations of gas dynamics with which are appropriately non-
dimensionalised leading to a singular perturbation problem with a singular parameter ε, the
scaled Mach number. Further, we present a formal derivation of the incompressible limit
system. This analysis helps us later to choose an appropriate term which is added to the
momentum flux [9, 2].In Section 3, we introduce an additional flux term which enables us
to realise an appropriate flux splitting to propose a first order time-semi discrete numerical
scheme. The first order scheme is analysed and shown to be asymptotically consistent with the
incompressible limit system.Section 4 is devoted to higher extension of the first order scheme,
which is obtained by the application of additive IMEX-RK scheme [3, 19]. The space discreti-
sation technique is presented in Section 5, which is based on the finite volume framework.
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In Section 6 some numerical case studies are carried out to test and display the high-order
accuracy, AP property and the performance of the IMEX-RK schemes schemes. Finally, the
paper is closed in Section 7 with some conclusions and future plans for further extension of
the schemes to more general equation of states.

2. Euler Equations Scaled With Low Mach Regime References. Consider the scaled
non-dimensionalised Euler equations.

∂tρ+∇ · q = 0(2.1)

∂tq +∇ ·
(
q ⊗ q

ρ

)
+

∇p

ε2
= 0,(2.2)

where ρ(t,x) ∈ R is the density, q(t,x) = ρu ∈ Rd, d = 1, 2, 3 is the momentum and
p(t,x) = p(ρ) ∈ R is the pressure. To close the system we assume either the system is
isentropic or isothermal in nature, via a density pressure power law:

(2.3) p(ρ) = ργ , where γ = 1 for isothermal, and γ > 1 for isentropic gases.

In the above system ε is a singular perturbation parameter which is the scaled Mach number
i.e.

(2.4) ε = Ma :=
uref

pref ρref
.

To formally derive the singular limits of the scaled isentropic Euler equation system (2.1)-(2.2)
we assume that all the dependent variables i.e. ρ, q, p assume the following multiscale ansatz:

(2.5) f(t, x) = f(0)(t, x) + εf(1)(t, x) + ε2f(2)(t, x)

2.1. Zero Mach Number Limit ε → 0. In order to obtain the zero Mach number limit of
the Euler equations (2.1)-(2.2) in the limit of ε → 0 we plugin the ansatz (2.5) in the above
scaled euler equation system for all the dependent variables and equate like powers of ε . The
O(ε−2) terms in the momentum equations (2.2) give:

(2.6) ∇p(0) = 0,

and then using the equation of state (EOS) (2.3) we get:

(2.7) ∇ρ(0) = 0,

or the leading order density ρ(0) is spatially constant. Similarly, considering O(ε−1) terms in
the momentum balance equations (2.1) we get that the first-order density ρ(1) is also spatially
constant. Therefore the density can be considered to have the following expansion:

(2.8) ρ(t, x) = ρ(0)(t) + ε2ρ(2)(t, x).

Now considering the O(ε0) terms in the mass conservation equation (2.1) and integrating over
a spatial domain Ω, leads us to:

(2.9)
d

dt

∫
Ω
ρ(0)dx =

∫
Ω
∇ · (ρ(0)u(0))dx =

∫
∂Ω

(ρ(0)u(0)) · ν dσ.
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Assuming periodic or no-flux boundary condition would lead to the right hand side integral of
the above equation to vanish, yielding the independence of ρ(0) from the temporal variable t.
Using the fact that ρ(0) is constant in (2.9) would give the incompressibility i.e. the divergence
free condition for the velocity u(0) as:

(2.10) ∇ · u(0) = 0.

Finally, considering the O(ε0) terms of the momentum equation (2.2), coupling it with the
divergence condition (2.10) we get the zero Mach number limit system as:

∂tu(0) +∇ ·
(
u(0) ⊗ u(0)

)
+∇p(2) = 0,(2.11)

∇ · u(0) = 0.(2.12)

Here the unknowns are the zeroth order velocity u(0) and the second order pressure p(2). To
be precise, p(2) is scaled by the constant ρ(0) in the above system. The above set of equations
are nothing but the standard incompressible Euler system for the unknowns u(0) and p(2).

Remark 2.1. The incompressible limit system (2.11)-(2.12) is of mixed hyperbolic-elliptic
in nature, and it doesn’t support acoustic waves. The second order pressure P(2) survives
as the incompressible pressure and it plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier to enforce the
divergence-free constraint (2.12). By taking the divergence of (2.11), we get the following
reformulated zero Mach number incompressible limit system:

∂tu(0) +∇ ·
(
u(0) ⊗ u(0)

)
+∇p(2) = 0,(2.13)

∆p(2) = −∇2 :
(
u(0) ⊗ u(0)

)
.(2.14)

For smooth solutions the zero Mach number limit system (2.11)-(2.12) and the reformulated
zero Mach number limit system (2.13)-(2.14) are equivalent.

Remark 2.2. As ρ(2) features no where in the limit system one can ignore it completely to
conclude that for the zero Mach number scaling doesn’t admit any perturbation in density.

3. Time Discretisation. In this section we present the design and analysis of first-order
time semi-discrete Runge-Kutta (RK) schemes for the Euler equation (2.1)-(2.2). This first-
order scheme is formally analysed to illustrate its AP property.

Based on the analysis of the Euler equations (2.1)-(2.2) presented in the previous section
we introduce the following definition of a well-prepared data.

Definition 3.1. A tuple (ρ, q) of solutions to the compressible Euler equation system (2.1)-
(2.2) is said to be well-prepared if the following decompositions hold:

ρ = ρ(0) + ε2ρ(2)(3.1)

u = u(0) + εu(1),(3.2)

where:

∇ρ(0) = 0 and ∇ · u(0) = 0.
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3.1. Equilibrium Addition. The asymptotic analysis presented in the previous section
shows that the obtaining the formal incompressibility condition hinges on a very fundamental
constraint, which is

(3.3) ∇ρ(0) = 0.

And this is true for the density of the incompressible system as well. As a consequence we
want to somehow be able to preserve this state of density. As a resort we add and subtract
the gradient of the density scaled by 1/ε2, to the momentum equation (2.2) to obtain the
following:

(3.4) ∂tq +∇ ·
(
q ⊗ q

ρ

)
+

∇(p− ρ)

ε2
+

∇ρ

ε2
= 0,

Note that the above equation is equivalent to the original momentum equation (2.2). Now,
we propose a first order scheme for the Euler equations (2.1) and (3.4).

3.2. First Order Time Semi-discrete Scheme. To obtain a first-order accurate semi-
implicit time discretisation the mass flux is treated implicitly and the momentum flux, which
is now a combination of the constraint ∇ρ = 0 is treated partly implicit and partly explicit.

Definition 3.2. The first-order time semi-discrete scheme updates the solution (ρn, qn) at
time tn to (ρn+1, qn+1) at time tn+1 via the following semi-implicit updates:

ρn+1 − ρn

∆t
+∇ · qn+1 = 0(3.5)

qn+1 − qn

∆t
+∇ ·

(
qn ⊗ qn

ρn

)
+

∇(pn − ρn)

ε2
+

∇ρn+1

ε2
= 0,(3.6)

We follow the approach of [9] to obtain a reformulation of the above scheme. It is the refor-
mulation instead which is implemented. To this end we rewrite the momentum update (3.6)
as follows:

(3.7) qn+1 = q̂n+1 −∆t
∇ρn+1

ε2
,

where q̂n+1 is the part that can be explicitly updated i.e.

(3.8) q̂n+1 := qn −∆t∇ ·
(
qn ⊗ qn

ρn

)
−∆t

∇(pn − ρn)

ε2
.

Now substituting for qn+1 from (3.7) in the mass update (3.5) we get the following elliptic
problem for ρn+1:

ρn+1 = ρn −∆t∇ · (q̂n+1 −∆t
∇ρn+1

ε2
).



6 S. SAMANTARAY

Definition 3.3. The first-order reformulated time semi-discrete scheme updates the solution
(ρn, qn) at time tn to (ρn+1, qn+1) at time tn+1 by first evaluating q̂n+1 via (3.8) and then
ρn+1 is obtained as a solution of the following linear elliptic problem:

(3.9) − ∆t2

ε2
∆ρn+1 + ρn+1 = ρn −∆t∇ · q̂n+1.

and then qn+1 is obtained as an explicit update via:

(3.10) qn+1 = q̂n+1 −∆t
∇ρn+1

ε2
,

where q̂n+1 contains the terms which can be explicitly evaluated.

Remark 3.4. Note that the reformulated first-order time semi-discrete scheme is compu-
tationally twice as efficient as the first-order semi-discrete scheme in Defintion 3.2. As there
is only one elliptic problem, that to for the density variable ρn+1 that has to be solved in case
of Defintion 3.3. Where as in the other case depending on the number of spatial dimension
the inversion matrix will be larger and larger.

Proposition 3.5. The first-order time semi-discrete scheme in Definition 3.2 and the refor-
mulated first-order time semi-discrete scheme in Definition 3.3, are equivalent.

Remark 3.6. As both the above presented schemes are equivalent it is the reformulated
time semi discrete scheme in Definition 3.3 which is the one which is used for implementation
owing to its computational efficiency.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that the data at time tn are well-prepared i.e. (ρn,un) admit the
decomposition in Definition 3.1. Then if the solution (ρn+1,un+1) defined by the scheme in
Definition 3.3 admits the multiscale decomposition (3.1)-(3.2), then it is well-prepared as well.
Further, the semi-discrete scheme in Definition 3.3 reduces to a consistent discretisation of the
low Mach incompressible limit system, in other words the scheme is asymptotically consistent.

Proof. To start with note that (ρn+1, un+1) are assumed to admit the following ansatz:

(3.11)
ρn+1 = ρn+1

(0) + ε2ρn+1
(2)

un+1 = un+1
(0) + εun+1

(1)

Plugging in the above in (3.6) and considering the O(ε−2) terms yield:

(3.12) ∇(pn(0) − ρn(0))−∇ρn+1
(0) = 0

as the data is assumed to be well-prepared at time tn, we have ∇(p(0) − ρ(0)) = 0. Therefore,
the above equation implies:

(3.13) ∇ρn+1
(0) = 0

Now integrating the O(ε0) terms of the mass update (3.5) over a domain Ω and upon the
imposition of appropriate boundary conditions gives us :

(3.14) ρn+1
(0) = ρn(0) = const.
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Again using the above in the mass update (3.5) would yield the divergence condition for the
velocity i.e.

(3.15) ∇ · un+1 = 0.

Lastly, looking at the O(ε0) terms of the momentum update (3.6) gives:

(3.16)
un+1
(0) − un

(0)

∆t
+∇ · (u(0) ⊗ u(0)) + +

∇(pn(2) − ρn(2))

ρn(0)
+

∇ρn+1
(2)

ρn(0)
= 0,

which is a consistent discretisation of the limit equation (2.11) with pn+1
(2) identified as pn(2) −

ρn(2) + ρn+1
(2) .

4. Higher Order Extension of Time Discretisation. The time discretisation strategy
introduced in the previous section splits the new momentum flux. All the non-linear flux
terms are treated explicitly and implicitness is associated only with a linear flux. The splitting
under consideration for the first order discretisation is additive in nature. Therefore it is well
suited to extend the time discretisation using the addtive IMEX-RK strategy from [3, 19].

4.1. IMEX-RK Time Discretisation. IMEX-RK schemes provide a robust and efficient
framework to design AP schemes for singular perturbation problems. In this work, we only
consider a subclass of the IMEX-RK schemes, namely diagonally implicit or (DIRK) schemes.
An s-stage IMEX-RK scheme is characterised by the two s × s lower triangular matrices
Ã = (ãi,j), and A = (ai,j), the coefficients c̃ = (c̃1, c̃2, . . . , c̃s) and c = (c1, c2, . . . , cs), and the
weights ω̃ = (ω̃1, ω̃2, . . . , ω̃s) and ω = (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωs). Here, the entries of Ã and A satisfy the
conditions ãi,j = 0 for j ≥ i, and ai,j = 0 for j > i. Let us consider the following stiff system
of ODEs in an additive form:

(4.1) y′ = f(t, y) +
1

ε
g(t, y),

where 0 < ε ≪ 1 is called the stiffness parameter. The functions f and g are known as,
respectively, the non-stiff part and the stiff part of the system (4.1); see, e.g. [13], for a
comprehensive treatment of such systems.

Let yn be a numerical solution of (4.1) at time tn and let ∆t denote a fixed timestep. An
s-stage IMEX-RK scheme, cf., e.g. [3, 19], updates yn to yn+1 through s intermediate stages:

Yi = yn +∆t
i−1∑
j=1

ãi,jf(t
n + c̃j∆t, Yj) + ∆t

s∑
j=1

ai,j
1

ε
g(tn + cj∆t, Yj), 1 ≤ i ≤ s,(4.2)

yn+1 = yn +∆t

s∑
i=1

ω̃if(t
n + c̃i∆t, Yi) + ∆t

s∑
i=1

ωi
1

ε
g(tn + ci∆t, Yi).(4.3)

The above IMEX-RK scheme (4.2)-(4.3) can be symbolically represented by the double Butcher
tableau:

The coefficients c̃i and ci and the weights ω̃i and ωi are fixed by the order conditions; see
[19] for details. In order to further simplify the analysis of the schemes presented in this paper,
we restrict ourselves only to two types of DIRK schemes, namely the type-A and type-CK
schemes which are defined below; see [16] for details.
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c̃T Ã

ω̃T

cT A

ωT

Figure 1. Double Butcher tableau of an IMEX-RK scheme.

Definition 4.1. An IMEX-RK scheme is said to be of
• type-A, if the matrix A is invertible;
• type-CK, if the matrix A ∈ Rs×s, s ≥ 2, can be written as

A =

(
0 0
α As−1

)
,

where α ∈ Rs−1 and As−1 ∈ Rs−1×s−1 is invertible.

4.2. Higher Order Time Discretisation for the Euler Equations.

Definition 4.2. An s-stage IMEX-RK schemes for the Euler equations (2.1)-(2.2) updates
the solution (ρn, qn) at time tn to (ρn+1, qn+1) at time tn+1 via the following s intermediate
stages:

ρk = ρn −∆t
k∑

ℓ=1

ak,ℓ∇ · qℓ(4.4)

qk = qn −∆t
k−1∑
ℓ=1

ãk,ℓ

(
∇ ·

(
qℓ ⊗ qℓ

ρℓ

)
+∇(pℓ − ρℓ)

)
−∆t

k∑
ℓ=1

ak,ℓ∇ρℓ,(4.5)

where k = 1, . . . , s. As we choose only stiffly accurate schemes the final update is the same as
the update at the last (sth) stage i.e. the numerical solution at time tn+1 is given by:

(4.6) (ρn+1, qn+1) = (ρs, qs)

As was done for the first order time semi-discrete scheme here also we derive a reformulation
based on [9], which is equivalent to the scheme presented above. To this end we write the
mass (4.4) and momentum (4.5) updates as follows:

ρk = ρ̂n −∆tak,k∇ · qk(4.7)

qk = q̂k −∆tak,k∇ρk,(4.8)

where ρ̂k and q̂k are respectively the part of the mass and momentum updates which can be
evaluated fully explicitly at the kth stage,i.e.

ρ̂k := ρn −∆t

k−1∑
ℓ=1

ak,ℓ∇ · qℓ(4.9)

q̂k := qn −∆t
k−1∑
ℓ=1

ãk,ℓ

(
∇ ·

(
qℓ ⊗ qℓ

ρℓ

)
+∇(pℓ − ρℓ)

)
−∆t

k−1∑
ℓ=1

ak,ℓ∇ρℓ(4.10)
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Now, having recast both the mass and momentum updates we use (4.8) to substitute for qk

in the recasted mass update (4.7) to get the following elliptic problem for ρk:

(4.11) −
∆t2a2k,k

ε2
∆ρk + ρk = ρ̂k −∆tq̂k

Definition 4.3. The s-stage reformulated IMEX-RK time semi-discrete scheme for the Eu-
ler equations (2.1)-(2.2) updates the solution (ρn, un) via s intermediate stages , where the kth

stage is given by:
• The explicit part of mass and momentum ρ̂k and q̂k are first updated via (4.9) and
(4.10), respectively.

• Solve the elliptic problem (4.11) for ρk.
• Finally, update qk using the ρk obtained in the previous step via (4.8).

Proposition 4.4. The high-order time semi-discrete scheme in Definition 4.2 and the refor-
mulated high-order time semi-discrete scheme in Definition 4.3, are equivalent.

Remark 4.5. As both the above presented schemes are equivalent it is the reformulated
time semi discrete scheme in Definition 4.3 which is the one which is used for implementation
owing to its computational efficiency.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that the data at time tn are well-prepared i.e. (ρn,un) admit the
decomposition in Definition 3.1. Then if the solution (ρn+1,un+1) defined by the scheme in
Definition 4.3 admits the multiscale decomposition (3.1)-(3.2), then it is well-prepared as well.
Further, the semi-discrete scheme in Definition 4.3 reduces to a consistent discretisation of
the low Mach incompressible limit system, in other words the higher order IMEX-RK scheme
is asymptotically consistent.

5. Space-Time Fully Discrete Finite Volume IMEX-RK Schemes. In this section the
reformulated high-order time discretisation will be coupled with an appropriate space dis-
cretisation strategy to obtain a fully discrete implementable numerical scheme. To this end, a
second order fully discrete scheme in the finite volume framework is obtained by a combina-
tion of Rusanov flux for the explicit fluxes and a second order central differencing for implicit
fluxes.

To make the presentation of the fully discrete scheme very compact let us introduced
thethe vector i = (i1, i2, i3) where each im for m = 1, 2, 3 represent xm the space direction.
We further introduce the following finite difference and averaging operators: e.g. in the xm-
direction

(5.1) δxmwi = wi+ 1
2
em

− wi− 1
2
em

, µxmwi =
wi+ 1

2
em

+ wi− 1
2
em

2
,

for any grid function wi. We denote the explicit momentum flux by F where each of its
mthcomponent is given by

(5.2) Fm(U) =
qm
ρ
q + (p− ρ)em
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Definition 5.1. The kth stage of the s-stage fully discrete IMEX scheme for the Euler equa-
tion system is defined as follows. The explicit variables are computed first as:

ρ̂ki = ρni −
k−1∑
l=1

ak,l

3∑
m=1

νmδxmGl
m,i,(5.3)

q̂ki = qni −
k−1∑
l=1

ãk,l

3∑
m=1

νmδxmF l
m,i +

k−1∑
l=1

ak,l

3∑
m=1

νmδxmµxmρ
l
iem(5.4)

Following, the above update ρki is updated by solving the following elliptic problem:

(5.5)
3∑

m=1

δxm

∆xm

(
δxm

∆xm
ρki

)
+ ρki = ρ̂ki − ak,k

3∑
m=1

νmδxm q̂
k
m,i,

Followed by the explicit evaluations,

(5.6) qkm,i = q̂km,i −∆tai,iνmδxmρ
k
i , m = 1, 2 and 3

Here, the repeated index m takes values in {1, 2, 3}, νm := ∆t
∆xm

denote the mesh ratios and

the vector (Gm) is an approximation of the mass flux q, Fm is an approximation of the mth

element of the flux F in (5.2) and the are defined as:

(5.7)

Gl
m,i+ 1

2
em

=
1

2
(qlm,i+em + qlm,i)

F l
m,i+ 1

2
em

=
1

2

(
Fm(U l,+

i+ 1
2
em

) + Fm(U l,−
i+ 1

2
em

)

)
−

αm,i+ 1
2
em

2

(
qk,+
m,i+ 1

2
em

− qk,−
m,i+ 1

2
em

)
Here, for any conservative variable w, we have denoted by w±

i+ 1
2
em

, the interpolated states

obtained using the piecewise linear reconstructions. The wave-speeds are computed as, e.g. in
the x1-direction

(5.8) α1,i+ 1
2
e1

:= 2max

∣∣∣∣∣∣
qk,−
1,i+ 1

2
e1

ρk,−
i+ 1

2
e1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣∣
qk,+
1,i+ 1

2
e1

ρk,+
i+ 1

2
e1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
 .

The momentum flux F is approximated by a Rusanov-type flux, and the the mass flux is
approximated using simple central differences. Hence, the eigenvalues of the Jacobians of
the part of the flux which is approximated by Rusanov-type flux can be obtained as λm,1 =
0, λm,2 = λm,3 =

qm
ρ and λm,4 = 2 qm

ρ and the CFL condition is given by the timestep restriction
on ∆t at time tn:

(5.9) ∆tmax
i

max
m

(
|λm,3 (U

n
i )|

∆xm
,
|λm,4 (U

n
i )|

∆xm

)
= ν,

where ν < 1 is the given CFL number.
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6. Numerical Results. This section is devoted to test the proposed scheme numerically.
The numerical experiments are aimed towards demonstrating the following claimed properties
of the scheme:

1. uniform second order convergence in the asymptotic regime;
2. uniform stability of the scheme with respect to the Mach number ε;
3. convergence towards asymptotic solution (asymptotic consistency).

0 0 0 0 0
1/3 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0
1 1/2 0 1/2 0

1/2 0 1/2 0

1/2 1/2 0 0 0
2/3 1/6 1/2 0 0
1/2 −1/2 1/2 1/2 0
1 3/2 −3/2 1/2 1/2

3/2 −3/2 1/2 1/2

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0
1 0 1/2 1/2 0
0 0 1/2 1/2 0

γ γ 0 0 0
0 −γ γ 0 0
1 0 1− γ γ 0
1 0 1/2 1/2− γ γ

0 1/2 1/2− γ γ

Figure 2. Double Butcher tableaux of type-A Additive IMEX schemes. Top: DP1-A(2, 4, 2)and Bottom:
DP2-A(2, 4, 2).

6.1. Experimental Order of Convergence. A travelling vortex problem was considered
in [5] for the Euler equations with adiabatic equation of state. It was appropriated for the
isentropic Euler equations in [2]. Here, we consider a small modification of the same problem.
The initial conditions are stated as:

ρ(0,x) = 1.0 +

(
Γη

ω

)2

(k(ωr)− k(π))χωr≤π,

u1(0,x) = 0.6 + Γ(1 + cos(ωr))(0.5− x2)χωr≤π,

u2(0,x) = Γ(1 + cos(ωr))(x1 − 0.5)χωr≤π,

where r = ∥x − (0.5, 0.5)∥, Γ = 1.5, ω = 4π, and k(r) = 2 cos r + 2r sin r + 1
8 cos(2r) +

1
4r sin(2r)+

3
4r

2. Here, Γ is a parameter known as the vortex intensity, r denotes the distance
from the core of the vortex, and ω is an angular wave frequency specifying the width of
the vortex. The Mach number ε is controlled by adjusting the value of η via the relation
ε = 0.6η/

√
110.

The above problem admits an exact solution (ρ, u1, u2)(t, x1, x2) = (ρ, u1, u2)(0, x1 −
0.6t, x2). The computational domain Ω = [0, 1] × [0, 1] is successively divided to 20 × 20,
40 × 40, up to 160 × 160 square mesh cells. All the four boundaries are set to be periodic.
The computations are performed up to a time T = 0.1 using the second order DP2-A1(2,4,2)
(Figure 2) scheme. The CFL number is set as 0.45. The EOC computed in L2 norms using
the above exact solution, for ε ranging in {10−5, . . . , 10−2}, are given in Tables 1-4. The tables
clearly show uniform second order convergence of the scheme with respect to ε.
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N L2 error in u1 EOC L2 error in u2 EOC

20 2.460e-03 5.738e-03

40 6.425e-04 1.9370 1.423e-03 2.0112

80 1.843e-04 1.8008 3.672e-04 1.9545

160 5.674e-05 1.7003 1.016e-04 1.8534

Table 1
L2 errors in u1, u2, and EOC for Problem 6.1 corresponding to ε = 10−2.

N L2 error in u1 EOC L2 error in u2 EOC

20 2.460e-03 5.740e-03

40 6.423e-04 1.9375 1.424e-03 2.0107

80 1.838e-04 1.8047 3.670e-04 1.9563

160 5.563e-05 1.7244 1.010e-04 1.8607

Table 2
L2 errors in u1, u2, and EOC for Problem 6.1 corresponding to ε = 10−3.

6.2. Stationary Vortex. We consider a stationary vortex problem as considered in [1].
The vortex problem serves as a bench mark to evaluate the capabilities of a numerical scheme
to perform in the low Mach number flow regimes. In order to asses these properties the Mach
number, the energy dissipation and vorticity of flow are parameters which are brought into
consideration.

The problem is setup in a square domain [0, 1]× [0, 1] and the isentropic parameter γ = 2.
Vortex is centered at (0.5, 0.5) and the intial condition reads:

(6.1)

ρ(0, x, y) = 1 +
ε2

2

∫ r

0

u2θ(s)

s
ds

u(0, x, y) = uθ(r)(y − 0.5)/r

v(0, x, y) = −uθ(r)(x− 0.5)/r,

where r is radius given by r =
√

(x− 0.5)2 + (y − 0.5)2 and uθ is defined as:

uθ(r) =


a1r, if r ≤ r1

a2 + a3r, if r1 < r ≤ r2

0, otherwise.

The parameters r1 and r2 are the inner and the outer wall radii and equal to 0.2 and 0.4
respectively. ā, a1, a2 and a3 are constants where ā = 0.1 and:

a1 =
ā

r1
, a2 = − ¯ar2

r1 − r2
, a3 =

ā

r1 − r2

The boundary conditions are considered to be periodic along each of the axes. The vortex
is allowed to evolve till a final time T = 1.0 for ε ranging from 10−1 to 10−6. Figure 3 shows
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N L2 error in u1 EOC L2 error in u2 EOC

20 2.460e-03 5.740e-03

40 6.425e-04 1.9373 1.424e-03 2.0106

80 1.839e-04 1.8047 3.670e-04 1.9562

160 5.553e-05 1.7276 1.009e-04 1.8617

Table 3
L2 errors in u1, u2, and EOC for Problem 6.1 corresponding to ε = 10−4.

N L2 error in u1 EOC L2 error in u2 EOC

20 2.475e-03 5.743e-03

40 6.452e-04 1.9398 1.424e-03 2.0111

80 1.843e-04 1.8077 3.671e-04 1.9565

160 5.558e-05 1.7291 1.009e-04 1.8620

Table 4
L2 errors in u1, u2, and EOC for Problem 6.1 corresponding to ε = 10−5.

the initial Mach number (M =
√
(u2 + v2)/(γp/ρ)) plot for the stationary vortex, which is

independent of ε. Figure 4 shows the Mach profile for the flows with different values of ε. This
shows that the flow maintains its stationarity with respect to the Mach profile, independent
of ε.

Figure 3. Pcolor plots of the initial Mach number profile for the vortex problem

Figure 5 shows the kinetic energy dissipation plots for varied values of ε. We observe that
the dissipation is independent of ε. Moreover, the numerical is capable to maintain almost a
constant kinetic energy as the dissipation is of the order of O(10−4), which quite minuscule.

7. Conclusions. In this paper we have presented a novel additive IMEX-RK scheme for
the low Mach regime of Euler equations with isentropic pressure law. The scheme hinges on
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Figure 4. Pcolor plots of the Mach number profile for the vortex problem at time t = 1.0 for ε ∈
{10−1, 10−2, . . . , 10−6}

a splitting of the momentum flux which is realised by adding and subtracting the constant
density incompressibility constraint from the momentum flux. The scheme is linearly implicit.
The time semi-discrete scheme is shown to be AP. A space time fully discrete finite volume
which based on a combination of Rusanov fluxes and central differencing is implemented. The
results of the numerical case studies show the uniform accuracy of the newly developed scheme
with respect to the Mach number ε.
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Figure 5. Relative Kinetic energy dissipation plot for the vortex problem
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