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Abstract

In this work, we provide a deep investigation of a family of arbitrary high order numeri-
cal methods for hyperbolic partial differential equations (PDEs), with particular emphasis on
very high order versions, i.e., with order higher than 5. More in detail, within the context
of a generic Finite Volume (FV) semidiscretization, we consider Weighted Essentially Non–
Oscillatory (WENO) spatial reconstruction and Deferred Correction (DeC) time discretization.
The goal of this paper is twofold. On the one hand, we want to demonstrate the possibility of
utilizing very high order schemes in concrete situations and highlight the related advantages.
On the other one, we want to debunk the myth according to which, in the context of numer-
ical resolution of hyperbolic PDEs with very high order spatial discretizations, the adoption
of lower order time discretizations, e.g., strong stability preserving (SSP) or linearly strong
stability preserving (ℓSSP) Runge–Kutta (RK) schemes, does not affect the overall accuracy
of the resulting approach and consequently its computational efficiency. Numerical results are
reported for the linear advection equation (LAE) and for the Euler equations of fluid dynamics,
showing the advantages and the critical aspects of the adoption of very high order numerical
methods. Overall, the results indicate the potential for their use in real–life applications, offer-
ing advantages in terms of efficiency, such as requiring shorter computational times to achieve
a prescribed error, even in problems involving discontinuities. Furthermore, the results confirm
order degradation and efficiency loss when coupling very high order space discretizations with
lower order SSPRK time discretizations.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the whole scientific community has been putting a lot of effort in the design
and in the investigation of high order methods, in particular but not exclusively, in the context
of arbitrary high order frameworks [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18, 19, 20], i.e., theoretically allowing for the construction of schemes of “any” order with no
accuracy barrier. The main motivation lies in the ability of high order methods to achieve,
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in regions in which the solution is smooth, smaller errors within coarser discretizations with
respect to lower order ones. Moreover, their reduced error allows to better capture the details
of the solution in long–time simulations. On the other hand, they do not lack critical aspects:
their implementation is usually more involved with respect to the one of low order methods
and, when discontinuities are present, they are more prone to spurious oscillations, which can
lead to simulation blow–ups. Therefore, generally speaking, high order methods are consid-
ered less safe to use in the context of tough simulations, where robustness is strictly required,
and practitioners tend to use low order discretizations in real applications. In particular, the
adoption of second order methods [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26] in problems involving discontinuities
is nowadays well–established, with higher order methods being primarily relegated, for now,
to the academic context. Even though convergence analyses on smooth problems attaining
the formal order of accuracy have been reported for very high orders [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32,
33, 34, 12, 11], tests on problems involving discontinuities are rarely conducted with spatial
discretizations with order higher than 5. Moreover, in references considering very high order
space discretizations, strong stability preserving (SSP) [35, 36] or linearly strong stability pre-
serving (ℓSSP) [37] Runge–Kutta (RK) methods are usually adopted for the time integration.
The accuracy barrier for such schemes, if one wants to have non-negative RK coefficients [36],
is order 4 [38] on nonlinear problems. With the main goal of preventing loss in accuracy due
to the mismatch between temporal and spatial order, in some works, a reduction of the time
step is performed. However, this causes an increase in the diffusion and makes the resulting
approach too computationally costly for real applications.

Here follows a collection of the references that we have found in literature addressing spatial
discretizations of order higher than 5. In [27, 28], the author studies Weighted Essentially
Non–Oscillatory (WENO) reconstructions [39, 40, 41] up to order 13. In particular, in [27] a
theoretical analysis is presented for the Burgers equation, while, in [28] a numerical investigation
on the linear advection equation (LAE), the Burgers equation and the Euler equations is
reported. The time discretizations considered are 3-rd and 4-th order accurate, and the time
step is chosen, in smooth tests, to be 1/350 of the cell length in order to avoid loss of accuracy.
Although this may work for coarse meshes, and despite the rates corresponding to the spatial
accuracy being attained, this makes the order of accuracy of the resulting scheme formally
limited by the order of the time discretization. In [29], WENO reconstructions up to order
17 are investigated on the LAE, on the Burgers equation and on the Euler equations. ℓSSP
RK methods are adopted for simulations involving the LAE, including a convergence analysis
attaining the expected rates, however, SSPRK schemes of order 3 are used for all tests involving
nonlinear equations. In [30], the authors consider WENO reconstructions up to order 13 and
test them in the context of the numerical resolution of the LAE, of the Burgers equation, of the
Euler equations, and of the magnetohydrodynamics equations. Also there, ℓSSP RK methods
are adopted for simulations involving the LAE, and a 3-rd order SSPRK scheme is adopted for
simulations involving nonlinear problems. In the latter case, the time step is, in most of the
tests, suitably chosen to be proportional to a power of the cell length in order not to spoil the
accuracy. As already underlined, this practice is not suitable for real applications and results
unfeasible for multidimensional problems. This is the reason why, in the same reference, two–
dimensional convergence analyses are performed with a fixed Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy (CFL)
number. In [31], the authors investigate the capability of WENO reconstructions up to order 9
to capture complex flow structures in the context of the Euler equations. The time discretization
is again performed through a 3-rd order accurate SSPRK scheme. In [32], a stability analysis
of WENO reconstructions up to order 11 is performed for the LAE. The time discretizations
considered are of order 3 and 4, without any adjustment of the time step to make up for the
lower order accuracy in time. The reported convergence analyses confirm the fact that the
order of the resulting schemes is affected in a negative way by the choice of lower order time
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discretizations. In [33], WENO reconstructions of order 5, 7 and 9 are considered in the context
of the Euler equations and the time discretization is performed through a 3-rd order accurate
SSPRK scheme, adjusting the time step size in the convergence analysis in order not to spoil the
accuracy. The only exceptions we found, adopting very high order in space and time, are given
by [2, 3, 34, 42, 12, 11, 43]. The ADER–FV framework was introduced in [2], where results
from implementations of nonlinear versions were reported up to order 10 for the LAE. The same
setting is considered in [3], where a theoretical analysis is conducted on the LAE with a simple
central linear spatial reconstruction not suitable for discontinuous solutions, and convergence
analyses were reported up to order 16. In [34, 42, 12, 11], a discontinuous finite element
setting is considered: in [34, 42] a fully–discrete ADER–Discontinuous Galerkin framework
is assumed, while, in [12, 11] the authors adopt a semidiscrete ADER–Spectral Difference
framework. In [34], simulations up to order 10 in space and time are reported both on smooth
problems, with related convergence analysis attaining the expected order, and on tests involving
discontinuities in the context of the Euler equations. In [42], convergence analyses achieving
the expected order are shown up to order 12 and very tough simulations are performed with
methods accurate up to order 10 for the reactive Euler equations. In [12], convergence analyses
are reported up to order 7 and tests on shocks are performed up to order 10 in the context of
the Euler equations. In [11], convergence analyses and tests on discontinuities are reported up
to order 9 for the Euler equations. In [34, 42, 12, 11], the oscillatory character of the finite
element setting on non–smooth solutions is tackled via “a posteriori limiting”, resorting to
lower order schemes when the numerical solution violates positivity of density and pressure
and a local discrete maximum principle. In [43], instead, in the context of the Euler equations,
the same setting under investigation here is adopted, namely, a family of “truly” (i.e., both
in space and time) arbitrary high order methods for hyperbolic partial differential equations
(PDEs), based on a finite volume (FV) semidiscretization with WENO space reconstruction
and Deferred Correction (DeC) [18, 6, 1, 44, 45] time integration. The performance of the
approach is systematically assessed up to order 7.

The semidiscrete WENO–DeC framework had been already investigated, up to order 5,
in [6, 8, 20]. In particular, in such references, structure–preserving modifications of the ap-
proach for the Shallow Water equations have been proposed. In [43], instead, an investigation
has been conducted to assess the role of the numerical flux in high order semidiscrete FV
schemes for the Euler equations. More in detail, it was shown how the importance of the
adopted numerical flux tends to diminish as the order of accuracy increases (without vanishing
for the range of investigate orders), and how the order of accuracy of the scheme plays a crucial
role in improving the quality of the results, both on smooth and discontinuous solutions. This
work is a follow-up of [43]; here, we push the order of accuracy up to 13, and we report results
for the LAE and for the Euler equations of fluid dynamics in one space dimension. Numerical
results show the advantages in the adoption of a truly arbitrary high order framework. Fur-
thermore, reported comparisons with results obtained coupling WENO reconstructions with
classical SSPRK schemes confirm the advantages of high order time integration against accu-
racy and efficiency losses of 3-rd and 4-th order SSPRK time discretizations. We also confirm
what conjectured in [43]: in the context of the numerical solution of the Euler equations, the
differences between results obtained with different numerical fluxes become smaller as the or-
der of accuracy increases. Nonetheless, depending on the test and on the mesh refinement,
such differences may not disappear and still be evident also for order 13. We leave for future
works a systematic investigation of this aspect. Simulations on tough tests, characterized by
strong discontinuities, confirm that the proposed approach is a good baseline framework for
the construction of robust schemes. However, the presence of spurious oscillations and some
simulation crashes show that further limiting is required to make it fail–safe. Due to the inves-
tigative character of this work, we do not couple the basic framework with any extra strategy,
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such as a posteriori limiting or fixes in the reconstruction ensuring positivity of density and
pressure, which would indeed improve the quality of the results and avoid simulation crashes,
but we rather focus on the basic approach obtained by simply coupling WENO and DeC in the
FV framework. Further studies on suitable limiting of the framework are planned for future
works.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall the basic notions on semidiscrete
FV methods for hyperbolic PDEs. We describe, in Section 3, the WENO reconstruction in
space. The DeC time discretization is introduced in Section 4. Numerical results are reported
in Section 5. Conclusions and future perspectives follow in Section 6.

2 Semidiscrete Finite Volume schemes

In this section, we describe the basic structure and background of semidiscrete FV methods
for hyperbolic systems of conservation laws in one space dimension. For multidimensional
generalizations of the presented notions, the reader is referred to [46, 47, 30, 6, 20, 9, 43,
48, 49, 50] and references therein. One–dimensional hyperbolic systems of conservation laws
appear in the form

∂

∂t
u(x, t) +

∂

∂x
f(u(x, t)) = 0, (x, t) ∈ Ω× R+

0 , (1)

with u : Ω× R+
0 −→ RNc being the unknown vector of conserved variables, where Nc ∈ N+ is

the number components of the system, f : RNc −→ RNc being flux, and Ω := [xL, xR] being the
space domain. System (1) is hyperbolic, namely, the Jacobian of the flux, J(u) := ∂f

∂u
(u), is

real–diagonalizable: it has Nc real eigenvalues and a corresponding set of linearly independent
eigenvectors. In particular, its eigenvalues represent the wave speeds of the system.

In this work, we focus on semidiscrete FV schemes for solving system (1). The FV method,
originally introduced by Godunov [51], is based on a spatial integral formulation of the govern-
ing equations. Due to its favorable numerical and analytical properties, it has gained significant
popularity over the years, leading to the development of numerous FV schemes. For a compre-
hensive overview, we refer readers to classical works on the subject [52, 53, 47, 36, 41, 40, 54,
46, 48]. The basic idea behind semidiscrete schemes is to decouple the discretizations in space
and time via the so–called “method of lines”.

Let us introduce a tessellation of Ω, a family of non–overlapping control volumes Ci :=
[xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
] covering Ω exactly, which we assume for simplicity to be uniform, namely, we

assume xi+ 1
2
− xi− 1

2
= ∆x for any i. Making use of the divergence theorem, the spatial

integral of the governing equations over the generic cell Ci := [xi− 1
2
, xi+ 1

2
] yields

d

dt
ui(t) +

1

∆x
(f i+ 1

2
− f i− 1

2
) = 0, (2)

in which ui is the cell average of the solution in Ci, while, f i+ 1
2
and f i− 1

2
represent the flux

at cell boundaries xi+ 1
2
and xi− 1

2
at time t

f i+ 1
2
:= f(u(xi+ 1

2
, t)). (3)

So far, no approximation has been performed and Equation (2) is, as a matter of fact,
exact. The discretization in space is completed by specifying a suitable approximation for the
flux f i+ 1

2
. This is achieved via a space reconstruction and a numerical flux function. More in

detail, one considers the following discretization

d

dt
ui(t) +

1

∆x
(f̂ i+ 1

2
− f̂ i− 1

2
) = 0, (4)
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where, for any i, the term f̂ i+ 1
2
is defined as

f̂ i+ 1
2
= f̂(uL

i+ 1
2
(t),uR

i+ 1
2
(t)), (5)

where f̂(·, ·) is the numerical flux function, while, uL
i+ 1

2
(t) and uR

i+ 1
2
(t) are the reconstructions

of the numerical solution at the interface xi+ 1
2
from left and right side respectively at generic

time t. The choice of the spatial reconstruction plays a crucial role in the development of a
robust (high order) scheme. In particular, the reconstruction must be able to handle disconti-
nuities or steep gradients reducing spurious oscillations, which could cause simulation blow–ups
when numerically solving systems of equations in which positivity is strictly required, such as
the Euler equations or the Shallow Water equations. To this end, the nonlinear character of
the reconstruction results essential, as underlined in Godunov’s theorem [51], see also [46, 47].
For this reason, here, we consider a WENO space reconstruction locally performed in each cell,
which is detailed in Section 3. The order of accuracy of the resulting spatial discretization
equals the one of the adopted spatial reconstruction. The choice of the numerical flux does not
influence the order of accuracy, however, it is well–known to influence stability and diffusion
of the scheme. Plenty of numerical fluxes are available in literature, e.g., Lax–Friedrichs [55],
First–Order Centred [56, 57, 58], Rusanov [59], Harten–Lax–van Leer [60], Central–Upwind [61,
62], Low–Dissipation Central–Upwind [63], HLLC [64, 65], the Godunov flux from the exact
Riemann solver [51]. The interested reader is referred to [66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 43] for more
information and comparisons.

The system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) obtained considering the semidis-
cretization (4) for all cell averages must be numerically solved in time through a suitable
scheme. The order of accuracy of the resulting method is P if both the space and time dis-
cretizations are at least P -th order accurate. In the numerical solution of hyperbolic PDEs
with very high order spatial reconstructions, it is a very common practice to adopt lower order
time discretizations, see [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33], where SSP or ℓSSP RK time integration
schemes are considered. On general nonlinear problems, the order of accuracy of such schemes
is well–known to be limited to 4 [38], although ℓSSP RK schemes could reach arbitrary high
order of accuracy on linear problems. In principle, one could modify RK methods through
downwind computation of numerical fluxes in some stages to achieve, at the same time, ar-
bitrary high order and the SSP property [36]. However, this modification is never considered
in the aforementioned works dealing with very high order spatial reconstructions, thus, the
order of accuracy of the schemes is limited from the one of the adopted time discretization. In
some of those references [30, 33], the time step is adjusted to be proportional to a power of
the cell length to make up for the choice of a lower order time discretization and match the
orders of accuracy in space and time. The resulting schemes are however “computationally
impracticable” [30] especially on multidimensional tests, due to the huge computational time
required, which is also associated to higher levels of diffusion and to accumulation of rounding
errors. Let us also notice that, as stated in [30], when coupling a high order space discretization
with a lower order time integration, a strong time step reduction is actually required to keep
the non–oscillatory property. In order to avoid these issues, here we consider an arbitrary high
order time integration strategy, namely, a DeC method [18, 6, 1, 43, 9], detailed in Section 4.

3 Space reconstruction

The WENO reconstruction has been introduced in 1994 [39, 73] as an improvement of the
Essentially Non-Oscillatory (ENO) [74, 75] reconstruction. Since then, a huge number of
WENO–based methods has been proposed due to its favorable features. The interested reader
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is referred to [40, 36, 41, 48] and references therein for a non-exhaustive overview of the method-
ology and related applications. In this section, we will describe the WENO reconstruction for
a scalar component q(x) in one space dimension. For the extension to higher dimensions, the
interested reader is referred to [9, 6, 19] in a Cartesian framework and to [48, 49, 50] in an
unstructured framework.

Let us considered, for q(x), the same discretization setting described in the previous section:
we assume to know its cell average qi in each cell Ci := [xi− 1

2
, xi+ 1

2
] of a uniform tessellation of

the one–dimensional domain Ω. We will now describe how to perform the local reconstruction
of order 2r − 1 in a generic point x∗ of the generic cell Ci. The main idea is to reconstruct, in
such a point, a high order approximation qHO

h (x∗) ≈ q(x∗), obtained from the cell averages of a
“big” stencil containing Ci, and r low order approximations qℓ,LO

h (x∗) ≈ q(x∗) ℓ = 0, . . . , r− 1,
obtained from the cell averages of r “small” stencils containing Ci. At this point, assuming that
we have some coefficients dx

∗
ℓ , called “linear weights”, which allow to express the high order

approximation qHO
h (x∗) as a linear combination of the low order approximations qℓ,LO

h (x∗), i.e.,

qHO
h (x∗) =

r−1∑

ℓ=0

dx
∗

ℓ qℓ,LO
h (x∗), (6)

the WENO reconstruction in x∗ is obtained by replacing the linear weights dx
∗

ℓ in (6) with
modified ones ωx∗

ℓ , called “nonlinear weights”, leading to

qWENO
h (x∗) =

r−1∑

ℓ=0

ωx∗
ℓ qℓ,LO

h (x∗). (7)

In particular, the nonlinear weights ωx∗
ℓ are designed in such a way to recover the linear ones,

ωx∗
ℓ ≈ dx

∗
ℓ , in smooth cases and to privilege the approximations associated to the smoothest

stencils involved in the linear combination (7) in case of discontinuous solutions.
In order to complete the description of the method, we need to specify how to construct the

approximations qHO
h (x∗) and qℓ,LO

h (x∗) for ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1, and how to define the linear and

nonlinear weights dx
∗

ℓ and ωx∗
ℓ for ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1. The two problems are strongly connected,

as will be explained in the following.
The required approximations, qHO

h (x∗) and qℓ,LO
h (x∗) for ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1, are obtained

through the same strategy applied to different stencils. More in detail, the approximation
qHO
h (x∗) of order 2r − 1 is obtained from a “big” stencil of 2r − 1 cells

SHO :=
{
Ci−(r−1), . . . , Ci+(r−1)

}
, (8)

while, each of the approximations qℓ,LO
h (x∗) of order r is obtained from one of the “small”

stencils of r cells
SLO
ℓ :=

{
Ci−(r−1)+ℓ, . . . , Ci+ℓ

}
, ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1. (9)

In both cases, starting from the cell averages of a stencil, S := {Cs, . . . , Cf} with NS :=
f − s+ 1 cells, we need to reconstruct an approximation qh(x

∗). To this end, we consider the
interpolation of a primitive Q of q. Let us notice that the point values of Q are available at
NS + 1 cell interfaces

Q(xs− 1
2
) = 0, (10)

Q(xs− 1
2
+k) =

k−1∑

m=0

qs+m, k = 1, . . . , NS . (11)
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This allows to construct the interpolation polynomial Qh(x) of degree NS associated to such
point values and defined as

Qh(x) :=

NS∑

k=0

Q(xs− 1
2
+k)φk(x), (12)

with φk being the Lagrange polynomials involved in the interpolation. The desired approxi-
mation of q(x∗) is readily obtained by differentiating the previous expression

qh(x
∗) :=

NS∑

k=0

Q(xs− 1
2
+k)

d

dx
φk(x

∗). (13)

Let us notice that, since x∗ ∈ [xi− 1
2
, xi+ 1

2
] is fixed, the values d

dx
φk(x

∗) are fixed as well, there-

fore, qh(x
∗) is nothing but a linear combination of the cell averages of the stencil S. This holds

for the high order stencil (8) and for all the low order stencils (9), thus, leading to qHO
h (x∗)

with order of accuracy 2r − 1 and qℓ,LO
h (x∗) ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1 with order of accuracy r. The

linear weights dx
∗

ℓ are seeked such that the linear combination of the low order approximations
qℓ,LO
h (x∗) through such coefficients gives the high order one according to Equation 6, consti-
tuting an over–determined linear system to be solved. Concerning the nonlinear weights, the
most popular definition is the one from [40], namely

ωx∗
ℓ :=

αx∗
ℓ∑r−1

k=0 α
x∗
k

, αx∗
ℓ :=

dx
∗

ℓ

(βℓ + ϵWENO)2
, (14)

with ϵWENO being a small constant adopted to avoid divisions by zero, and βm being the
smoothness indicators associated to the stencils and defined as

βℓ :=

r−1∑

k=1

∫ xi+1/2

xi−1/2

(
dk

dxk
qℓ,LO
h (x)

)2

∆x2k−1dx, ℓ = 0, . . . , r − 1. (15)

Here, like in [40, 73, 6, 8, 20, 43], we consider ϵWENO := 10−6.

Remark 1 (Reconstruction of characteristic variables). In the case of systems, the described
scalar reconstruction must be applied to each component. However, as pointed out in [76, 77, 78,
79], performing the reconstruction on conserved variables leads to spurious oscillations for high
order. In order to prevent such an issue, the reconstruction should be applied to characteristic
variables, i.e., to the scalar components of Lui, where L is the matrix of the left eigenvectors
of the flux Jacobian J . The reconstructed variables must be then multiplied by R := L−1, where
R is the matrix of the right eigenvectors of the flux Jacobian J . From a practical point of view,
the reconstruction in the generic cell Ci is performed with “frozen” matrices L := L(ui) and
R := R(ui).

4 Time discretization

In this section, we describe the time discretization adopted in the context of this work. It
consists in a DeC scheme referred as “bDeC” in [18, 9], also used in [80, 6, 8, 43], whose
construction is based on the DeC formalism introduced by Abgrall in [1] in 2017.

The DeC methodology has a long history, and it has been firstly introduced in [81] as an
iterative strategy for initial value problems. However, the approach became popular much later
in a modern formulation proposed in [45] for the arbitrary high order numerical resolution of
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ODEs. This new formulation led to many developments and applications, see inter alia [44,
82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89]. In particular, a further abstract formulation was proposed by
Abgrall in [1], leading to numerous other works based on it [90, 91, 92, 93, 6, 94, 8, 20, 95, 96,
97, 80, 18, 10, 11, 19, 43].

Let us consider the Cauchy problem

{
d
dt
u(t) = G(t,u(t)), t ∈ [0, Tf ],

u(0) = z,
(16)

where u : [0, Tf ] → RNc represents the unknown solution, with Nc ∈ N+ being the number of
equations of ODEs system, Tf ∈ R+ is the final time, z ∈ RNc is the known initial condition,
and G : [0, Tf ]×RNc → RNc represents the right-hand side function, that we assume to satisfy
the classical regularity hypotheses guaranteeing well–posedness of problem (16), namely, G is
Lipschitz-continuous with respect to u uniformly with respect to t.

The DeC method considered here is a one–step method; therefore, we assume the classical
setting of a generic time interval [tn, tn+1], where tn+1 − tn =: ∆t, and our goal is to obtain
un+1 ≈ u(tn+1) given un ≈ u(tn).

To this end, we introduce, over [tn, tn+1], M + 1 subtimenodes tm m = 0, . . . ,M with

tn =: t0 < t1 < · · · < tM := tn+1. (17)

The number and the distribution of subtimenodes influences the order of the method [18, 9].
For example, with M + 1 equispaced subtimenodes one can obtain order of accuracy M + 1,
while, the same number of Gauss–Lobatto subtimenodes leads to accuracy 2M . Here, like
in [19, 6, 8, 20], we assume Gauss–Lobatto subtimenodes to get higher accuracy with the same
computational cost. Thus, we denote by um an approximation of the exact solution u(tm)
of (16) in the subtimenode tm. The vectors um are to be determined for m = 1, . . . ,M , while,
in the first subtimenode the assumption of a one–step method setting provides a sufficiently
accurate approximation and we fix u0 := un. We discretize the integral version of the analytical
differential problem,

u(tm)− u(tn)−
∫ tm

t0
G(t,u(t))dt = 0, m = 1, . . . ,M, (18)

in a high order fashion into

um − un −∆t

M∑

ℓ=0

θmℓ G(tℓ,uℓ) = 0, m = 1, . . . ,M, (19)

where the coefficients θmℓ are the normalized quadrature weights of the quadrature formula
associated to the introduced subtimenodes over [t0, tm]. The obtained discretization is a 2M -
th order accurate implicit nonlinear system in the unknown coefficients um for m = 1, . . . ,M .
We do not directly solve such a nonlinear system, rather, we consider the following explicit
iterative procedure

um,(p) = un +∆t

M∑

ℓ=0

θmℓ G(tℓ,uℓ,(p−1)), m = 1, . . . ,M, p > 0, (20)

over the approximated values um,(p) ≈ u(tm). In this context, we set um,(p) := un for m = 0
or p = 0, and we consider P iterations, with P being the order of accuracy of the scheme. In
the end, we set un+1 := uM,(P ). More in detail, the number of adopted subtimenodes is M +1
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with M =
⌈
P
2

⌉
. It can be proven [18, 9] that the previously defined iterative procedure gains

one order of accuracy at each iteration towards the exact solution of the nonlinear system (19).
Connections of the approach with RK schemes are put in evidence in [18, 9] and the reader is
referred to such references for further information.

5 Numerical results

In this section, we test the numerical approach up to order 13 on several benchmarks with
different nature. In particular, in Section 5.1, we provide results for the LAE, while, in Sec-
tion 5.2, we provide results for the Euler equations. We will now state some general guidelines
followed in the setup of the simulations.

As in [43], the initialization of each test is performed through numerical computation of the
cell averages at the beginning of the simulation using the Gauss–Legendre quadrature with the
minimal number of points to attain the order of accuracy of the employed spatial reconstruction.

Concerning the numerical flux, for the LAE, we have adopted a simple and natural upwind
numerical flux [52, 46, 54, 53, 47, 98], corresponding to the exact Riemann solver for such a
problem. Instead, for the Euler equations, we have systematically investigated two possible
options, namely:

• Rusanov numerical flux [59]

f̂
Rus

(uL,uR) :=
1

2

(
f(uR) + f(uL)

)
− 1

2
s
(
uR − uL

)
, (21)

where s is the maximum in absolute value of the local wave speeds associated to the states
uL and uR;

• exact Riemann solver numerical flux [51]

f̂(uL,uR) = f(u∗(0)), (22)

where u∗(ξ) is the exact solution of the Riemann problem between the states uL and uR

for ξ := x
t
.

In particular, the Riemann problem is solved through the strategy proposed in [99], also detailed
in [46, Chapter 4]. The Rusanov numerical flux is an incomplete upwind one, while, the exact
Riemann solver numerical flux is a complete upwind one. For more information, the interested
reader is referred to [46, 43]. In order to save space, in the labels, Rusanov numerical flux
and exact Riemann solver numerical flux will be compactly denoted respectively as “Rus” and
“Ex.RS”.

For what concerns the reconstruction, as already stated, we have adopted a standard WENO
reconstruction. However, in the context of the Euler equations, we have considered two options:

• reconstruction of conserved variables, i.e., the reconstruction is applied directly to the cell
averages ui;

• reconstruction of characteristic variables, i.e., the reconstruction is applied to the quan-
tities of the vector Lui as detailed in Remark 1.

In order to save space, in the labels, reconstruction of conserved and characteristic variables
will be compactly denoted respectively as “cons.” and “char.”.

Concerning the computation of the time step, we have considered here the following expres-
sion

∆t := CCFL
∆x

max (s)
, (23)

9



where CCFL is a constant, and s represents an estimate of the maximum wave speed in absolute
value. For the LAE, the wave speed is a constant and a datum of the problem, while, for
nonlinear systems wave speeds must be estimated in some way. In particular, in the context

of the Euler equations, we have considered a direct estimate with s := |u|+
√

γ p
ρ
, with ρ, u, p

being obtained from the cell averages at time tn. Let us, however, notice that, despite this
being a very simple and broadly adopted estimate, it could fail in bounding the actual wave
speeds leading to simulation crashes due to violation of the CFL condition, e.g., in Riemann
problems with zero initial velocity. See [100] for more information.

We tried to run each test starting with CCFL = 0.95, resorting to lower values in case
of simulation crashes. One can prove that [46], for the first order versions of the FV schemes
considered herein, the linear CFL stability constraint is Cmax

CFL = 1 provided that rigorous speed
estimates, bounding the actual wave speeds, are adopted for the time step computation.

In all WENO–DeC simulations, the order of the time discretization matches the one of
the space discretization. In order to demonstrate that coupling a high order space discretiza-
tion with a lower order time discretization determines efficiency losses, we will also provide
comparisons between WENO–DeC and the schemes obtained coupling the WENO space re-
construction with SSPRK(3,3) and SSPRK(5,4) time discretizations from [101], compactly
denoted respectively as “SSPRK3” and “SSPRK4”. Moreover, along with WENO–SSPRK3
and WENO–SSPRK4, we will consider also modified versions in which the time step is re-
duced, as in [30, 33], to be proportional to a power of the cell length to match the orders of
accuracy in space and time, for spatial discretization with order higher than the one of the
time discretization. We denote such modified versions by “WENO–mSSPRK3” and “WENO–
mSSPRK4” respectively, where the additional letter “m” compactly indicates the described
time step modification. In practice, for mSSPRK3 and mSSPRK4, we consider

∆t := CCFL

(
∆x

max (s)

)P
R

, (24)

where R is the order of the SSPRK scheme, i.e., R := 3 for SSPRK3 and R := 4 for SSPRK4,
where P > R is the order of the space discretization. Notice that we do not investigate
mSSPRK3 and mSSPRK4 with WENO3, as this would lead to P

R
> 1, causing instabilities in

the mesh refinement. Hence, WENO–mSSPRK3 and WENO–mSSPRK4 are investigated for
spatial discretizations with order from 5 on. The comparisons carried out herein are based on
the concept of “efficiency” meant as the error with respect to the computational time [43].

Remark 2 (On the accuracy of the coefficients of SSPRK(5,4)). The coefficients of SSPRK(5,4)
reported in the original work [101] by Spiteri and Ruuth are accurate up to 10−10. Therefore,
implementations using such coefficients suffer from error stagnation far above machine preci-
sion, which is rather unsatisfactory in the context of investigations of high order discretizations.
In order to avoid such an issue, it was necessary to recompute the coefficients with higher accu-
racy. They were kindly provided to us by Prof. David Ketcheson from King Abdullah University
of Science and Technology, and we report them in Appendix A, as we are not aware of any ref-
erence reporting the coefficients of SSPRK(5,4) with accuracy higher than the one in [101].

5.1 Linear advection equation

We start with the simplest hyperbolic PDE, the scalar LAE, which reads

∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x
(au) = 0, (25)

with a being a constant that we assume here to be equal to 1. Its unique analytical solution,
for given initial condition u(x, 0) = u0(x) over a periodic spatial domain (or over the whole

10



real axis), can be explicitly computed through the method of characteristics, and it reads
u(x, t) = u0(x − at) in the whole space–time domain. For this model equation, we consider
two problems: a smooth test in Section 5.1.1 in order to verify the order of accuracy, and
the advection of a composite wave in Section 5.1.2 in order to assess the ability of the high
order discretizations under investigation to preserve the solution profile, even in very long–time
simulations.

The results confirm the advantages of adopting very high order methods over lower order
ones, as well as order degradation and efficiency loss when the order of accuracy of the time
discretization does not match the one of the space discretization, even if the time step is
modified to make up for such mismatch.

5.1.1 Test 1: Advection of smooth profile

We consider, on the computational domain Ω := [−1, 1], with periodic boundary conditions,
the smooth initial condition

u0(x) := sin4 (πx), (26)

and we run simulations until final time Tf := 1 with CCFL := 0.95. The test has been taken
from [40, 30]. It was originally introduced in [102, 103] as an example for which ENO schemes
suffer from order degradation.

Convergence tables for WENO–DeC, including errors in L1-, L2-, and L∞-norms, along
with computational times, are reported in Table 1, where N represents the number of elements
used for the simulations. As one can clearly see, the expected rate of convergence has been
obtained in all cases from order 5 on. The trends of the errors in the three norms are very
similar. This is not trivial: many approaches struggle or fail to achieve the expected rate in
the L∞-norm. The only unexpected behavior has been obtained for WENO3, which shows a
superconvergent trend, achieving asymptotical experimental orders approximately equal to 4,
4.5 and 5 respectively in the L1-, L2- and L∞-norms. Despite this, the average convergence
rate is still around 3.

A visual representation of the behavior of the error in the L1-norm is reported in Figure 1.
In particular, in the left plot, we report the error with respect to the number of elements, while,
in the right one we report the error with respect to the computational time. In both cases,
data are represented on logarithmic scales. From the left plot, one can see how the expected
rate of convergence is always achieved. The expected trend is also recovered in the right plot,
with high order methods being asymptotically more convenient. The errors in the L2- and
L∞-norms behave similarly, hence, the associated plots are omitted.

Convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4 are reported in Tables 2 and
3 respectively. Also for such settings, the errors in the three different norms display similar
behaviors amongst themselves. From the convergence trends, it is immediately evident how the
employment of lower order time discretizations, for very high order space discretizations, results
in order degradation. As expected, all WENO space discretizations from order 5 on asymp-
totically converge with order 3 and 4 when combined with SSPRK3 and SSPRK4 respectively.
Instead, also in this case, WENO3 is characterized by the same asymptotical superconvergence
observed with DeC time integration.

Remark 3 (On the asymptotic character of convergence). The formal order of accuracy is
related to the asymptotic behavior of the error with respect to the mesh refinement. When
coupling a high order spatial discretization with a lower order time discretization, it may take
some levels of refinement for the error in time to dominate with respect to the one in space and,
hence, for the resulting approach to achieve the formal convergence rate determined by the time
discretization. This is the case for WENO5–SSPRK4, which is characterized by a 5-th order
convergence trend until a very high level of refinement, see Table 3. From 2560 elements on,
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Table 1: LAE, Test 1: convergence tables for WENO–DeC

N
L1 error L2 error L∞ error

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 1.425e-02 − 1.844e-02 − 4.155e-02 − 2.838e-02
320 2.127e-03 2.744 3.609e-03 2.353 1.135e-02 1.872 8.120e-02
640 2.534e-04 3.070 5.321e-04 2.762 2.282e-03 2.314 2.740e-01
1280 1.898e-05 3.739 3.932e-05 3.758 2.097e-04 3.444 1.046e+00
2560 1.187e-06 3.999 1.869e-06 4.395 8.136e-06 4.688 4.097e+00
5120 7.186e-08 4.046 8.737e-08 4.419 2.763e-07 4.880 1.633e+01

Average order 3.520 3.537 3.440

WENO5–DeC5

80 9.335e-04 − 8.607e-04 − 1.507e-03 − 2.171e-02
160 2.950e-05 4.984 2.954e-05 4.865 6.754e-05 4.480 6.499e-02
320 7.685e-07 5.263 7.526e-07 5.295 1.760e-06 5.262 2.156e-01
640 1.809e-08 5.409 1.569e-08 5.584 2.873e-08 5.937 7.819e-01
1280 4.128e-10 5.453 3.386e-10 5.534 4.569e-10 5.975 3.020e+00
2560 9.740e-12 5.406 8.526e-12 5.312 1.275e-11 5.163 1.211e+01
5120 2.342e-13 5.378 2.165e-13 5.299 3.351e-13 5.250 4.762e+01

Average order 5.315 5.315 5.344

WENO7–DeC7

80 1.027e-04 − 1.189e-04 − 2.194e-04 − 6.193e-02
160 3.150e-07 8.348 3.966e-07 8.228 9.739e-07 7.815 2.563e-01
320 2.211e-09 7.155 4.326e-09 6.518 2.346e-08 5.376 9.595e-01
640 1.441e-11 7.261 3.715e-11 6.864 2.627e-10 6.480 3.750e+00
1280 7.825e-14 7.525 1.266e-13 8.196 7.583e-13 8.436 1.476e+01

Average order 7.572 7.452 7.027

WENO9–DeC9

40 5.342e-04 − 6.957e-04 − 1.640e-03 − 4.913e-02
80 1.071e-06 8.962 1.374e-06 8.984 3.683e-06 8.798 2.045e-01
160 1.072e-09 9.965 1.225e-09 10.131 3.376e-09 10.092 7.376e-01
320 2.046e-12 9.033 2.335e-12 9.036 6.077e-12 9.118 2.899e+00

Average order 9.320 9.384 9.336

WENO11–DeC11

40 7.303e-05 − 8.076e-05 − 1.607e-04 − 1.249e-01
80 8.862e-08 9.687 1.238e-07 9.349 3.275e-07 8.939 4.935e-01
160 1.604e-11 12.431 2.150e-11 12.492 4.997e-11 12.678 1.855e+00

Average order 11.059 10.920 10.808

WENO13–DeC13

40 7.820e-06 − 8.099e-06 − 1.556e-05 − 2.650e-01
80 1.621e-09 12.236 2.404e-09 11.718 6.710e-09 11.179 9.964e-01
160 4.408e-14 15.166 5.082e-14 15.530 1.308e-13 15.647 3.806e+00

Average order 13.701 13.624 13.413

12



Table 2: LAE, Test 1: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3

N
L1 error L2 error L∞ error

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK3

160 1.511e-02 − 1.939e-02 − 4.256e-02 − 1.746e-02
320 2.292e-03 2.721 3.855e-03 2.331 1.190e-02 1.839 5.784e-02
640 2.534e-04 3.177 5.321e-04 2.857 2.282e-03 2.383 1.652e-01
1280 1.898e-05 3.739 3.932e-05 3.758 2.097e-04 3.444 6.013e-01
2560 1.187e-06 3.999 1.869e-06 4.395 8.136e-06 4.688 2.342e+00
5120 7.186e-08 4.046 8.737e-08 4.419 2.763e-07 4.880 9.350e+00

Average order 3.536 3.552 3.447

WENO5–SSPRK3

80 2.341e-03 − 1.929e-03 − 2.485e-03 − 5.646e-03
160 2.777e-04 3.076 2.264e-04 3.091 2.814e-04 3.143 1.286e-02
320 3.500e-05 2.988 2.804e-05 3.014 3.421e-05 3.040 6.353e-02
640 4.385e-06 2.997 3.499e-06 3.002 4.246e-06 3.010 1.924e-01
1280 5.490e-07 2.998 4.376e-07 2.999 5.305e-07 3.000 6.781e-01
2560 6.863e-08 3.000 5.470e-08 3.000 6.633e-08 3.000 2.663e+00
5120 8.582e-09 2.999 6.840e-09 3.000 8.294e-09 2.999 1.083e+01

Average order 3.010 3.018 3.032

WENO7–SSPRK3

80 2.202e-03 − 1.759e-03 − 2.155e-03 − 1.207e-02
160 2.800e-04 2.975 2.232e-04 2.978 2.708e-04 2.992 3.067e-02
320 3.506e-05 2.997 2.794e-05 2.998 3.389e-05 2.999 1.309e-01
640 4.384e-06 2.999 3.494e-06 2.999 4.238e-06 2.999 4.753e-01
1280 5.488e-07 2.998 4.374e-07 2.998 5.304e-07 2.998 1.874e+00
2560 6.862e-08 3.000 5.469e-08 3.000 6.633e-08 3.000 7.292e+00
5120 8.582e-09 2.999 6.840e-09 2.999 8.294e-09 2.999 2.956e+01

Average order 2.995 2.995 2.998

WENO9–SSPRK3

40 1.608e-02 − 1.292e-02 − 1.569e-02 − 4.138e-03
80 2.220e-03 2.856 1.769e-03 2.869 2.142e-03 2.872 2.274e-02
160 2.800e-04 2.987 2.232e-04 2.987 2.705e-04 2.986 5.450e-02
320 3.506e-05 2.997 2.794e-05 2.998 3.388e-05 2.997 2.196e-01
640 4.384e-06 2.999 3.494e-06 2.999 4.237e-06 2.999 8.340e-01
1280 5.488e-07 2.998 4.374e-07 2.998 5.304e-07 2.998 3.278e+00
2560 6.862e-08 3.000 5.469e-08 3.000 6.633e-08 3.000 1.290e+01
5120 8.582e-09 2.999 6.840e-09 2.999 8.294e-09 2.999 5.185e+01

Average order 2.977 2.978 2.979

WENO11–SSPRK3

40 1.606e-02 − 1.291e-02 − 1.565e-02 − 9.742e-03
80 2.220e-03 2.855 1.769e-03 2.868 2.142e-03 2.869 3.570e-02
160 2.800e-04 2.987 2.232e-04 2.987 2.705e-04 2.986 9.908e-02
320 3.506e-05 2.997 2.794e-05 2.998 3.388e-05 2.997 3.499e-01
640 4.384e-06 2.999 3.494e-06 2.999 4.237e-06 2.999 1.352e+00
1280 5.488e-07 2.998 4.374e-07 2.998 5.304e-07 2.998 5.355e+00
2560 6.862e-08 3.000 5.469e-08 3.000 6.633e-08 3.000 2.116e+01
5120 8.582e-09 2.999 6.840e-09 2.999 8.294e-09 2.999 8.444e+01

Average order 2.977 2.978 2.978

WENO13–SSPRK3

40 1.606e-02 − 1.290e-02 − 1.564e-02 − 1.473e-02
80 2.220e-03 2.855 1.769e-03 2.867 2.142e-03 2.868 3.529e-02
160 2.800e-04 2.987 2.232e-04 2.987 2.705e-04 2.985 1.473e-01
320 3.506e-05 2.997 2.794e-05 2.998 3.388e-05 2.997 5.327e-01
640 4.384e-06 2.999 3.494e-06 2.999 4.237e-06 2.999 2.064e+00
1280 5.488e-07 2.998 4.374e-07 2.998 5.304e-07 2.998 8.139e+00
2560 6.862e-08 3.000 5.469e-08 3.000 6.633e-08 3.000 3.243e+01
5120 8.582e-09 2.999 6.840e-09 2.999 8.294e-09 2.999 1.294e+02

Average order 2.976 2.978 2.978
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Table 3: LAE, Test 1: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK4

N
L1 error L2 error L∞ error

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK4

160 1.064e-02 − 1.374e-02 − 3.331e-02 − 1.791e-02
320 2.057e-03 2.371 3.494e-03 1.975 1.098e-02 1.602 7.795e-02
640 2.647e-04 2.958 5.552e-04 2.654 2.353e-03 2.222 2.509e-01
1280 1.927e-05 3.780 3.970e-05 3.806 2.131e-04 3.465 9.934e-01
2560 1.197e-06 4.009 1.861e-06 4.415 8.078e-06 4.721 3.913e+00
5120 7.011e-08 4.093 8.492e-08 4.454 2.680e-07 4.913 1.546e+01

Average order 3.442 3.461 3.385

WENO5–SSPRK4

80 9.223e-04 − 8.338e-04 − 1.378e-03 − 8.686e-03
160 2.986e-05 4.949 2.930e-05 4.831 6.409e-05 4.426 2.039e-02
320 8.166e-07 5.193 7.764e-07 5.238 1.830e-06 5.130 8.554e-02
640 2.268e-08 5.170 1.975e-08 5.297 3.711e-08 5.624 2.970e-01
1280 9.976e-10 4.507 8.163e-10 4.597 9.736e-10 5.253 1.119e+00
2560 5.895e-11 4.081 4.699e-11 4.119 5.196e-11 4.228 4.393e+00
5120 3.640e-12 4.017 2.873e-12 4.032 3.134e-12 4.051 1.771e+01

Average order 4.653 4.685 4.785

WENO7–SSPRK4

80 1.337e-04 − 1.309e-04 − 2.626e-04 − 1.340e-02
160 3.869e-06 5.111 3.038e-06 5.429 3.248e-06 6.337 6.106e-02
320 2.399e-07 4.011 1.887e-07 4.009 2.039e-07 3.994 2.076e-01
640 1.496e-08 4.003 1.179e-08 4.000 1.275e-08 3.999 7.456e-01
1280 9.360e-10 3.999 7.380e-10 3.998 7.977e-10 3.998 2.931e+00
2560 5.851e-11 4.000 4.613e-11 4.000 4.984e-11 4.000 1.137e+01
5120 3.635e-12 4.008 2.864e-12 4.009 3.078e-12 4.017 4.557e+01

Average order 4.189 4.241 4.391

WENO9–SSPRK4

40 1.064e-03 − 8.501e-04 − 1.131e-03 − 6.474e-03
80 6.081e-05 4.130 4.816e-05 4.142 5.217e-05 4.438 3.621e-02
160 3.824e-06 3.991 3.017e-06 3.997 3.260e-06 4.000 1.010e-01
320 2.393e-07 3.998 1.887e-07 3.999 2.039e-07 3.999 3.583e-01
640 1.496e-08 4.000 1.179e-08 4.000 1.275e-08 3.999 1.369e+00
1280 9.360e-10 3.998 7.380e-10 3.998 7.977e-10 3.998 5.439e+00
2560 5.851e-11 4.000 4.613e-11 4.000 4.984e-11 4.000 2.167e+01
5120 3.635e-12 4.008 2.864e-12 4.009 3.078e-12 4.017 8.558e+01

Average order 4.018 4.021 4.065

WENO11–SSPRK4

40 9.390e-04 − 7.408e-04 − 7.741e-04 − 1.561e-02
80 6.110e-05 3.942 4.816e-05 3.943 5.206e-05 3.894 5.439e-02
160 3.824e-06 3.998 3.017e-06 3.997 3.260e-06 3.997 1.575e-01
320 2.393e-07 3.998 1.887e-07 3.999 2.039e-07 3.999 5.784e-01
640 1.496e-08 4.000 1.179e-08 4.000 1.275e-08 3.999 2.261e+00
1280 9.360e-10 3.998 7.380e-10 3.998 7.977e-10 3.998 8.962e+00
2560 5.851e-11 4.000 4.613e-11 4.000 4.984e-11 4.000 3.585e+01
5120 3.635e-12 4.008 2.864e-12 4.009 3.078e-12 4.017 1.433e+02

Average order 3.992 3.992 3.987

WENO13–SSPRK4

40 9.160e-04 − 7.294e-04 − 7.747e-04 − 2.454e-02
80 6.107e-05 3.907 4.816e-05 3.921 5.207e-05 3.895 7.745e-02
160 3.824e-06 3.997 3.017e-06 3.997 3.260e-06 3.997 2.421e-01
320 2.393e-07 3.998 1.887e-07 3.999 2.039e-07 3.999 9.047e-01
640 1.496e-08 4.000 1.179e-08 4.000 1.275e-08 3.999 3.555e+00
1280 9.360e-10 3.998 7.380e-10 3.998 7.977e-10 3.998 1.407e+01
2560 5.851e-11 4.000 4.613e-11 4.000 4.984e-11 4.000 5.625e+01
5120 3.636e-12 4.008 2.864e-12 4.009 3.079e-12 4.017 2.276e+02

Average order 3.987 3.989 3.987
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Table 4: LAE, Test 1: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK3

N
L1 error L2 error L∞ error

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK3

80 9.297e-04 − 8.538e-04 − 1.524e-03 − 3.390e-02
160 2.955e-05 4.975 2.945e-05 4.858 6.656e-05 4.517 2.187e-01
320 7.724e-07 5.258 7.528e-07 5.290 1.754e-06 5.246 1.268e+00
640 1.821e-08 5.407 1.574e-08 5.580 2.864e-08 5.936 7.856e+00
1280 4.171e-10 5.448 3.418e-10 5.525 4.629e-10 5.951 4.968e+01
2560 1.398e-11 4.899 1.322e-11 4.692 2.024e-11 4.516 3.168e+02
5120 3.892e-11 -1.477 3.417e-11 -1.370 3.990e-11 -0.979 1.954e+03

Average order 4.085 4.096 4.198

WENO7–mSSPRK3

80 1.027e-04 − 1.188e-04 − 2.185e-04 − 9.909e-01
160 3.151e-07 8.348 3.967e-07 8.227 9.737e-07 7.810 9.597e+00
320 2.211e-09 7.155 4.327e-09 6.518 2.346e-08 5.376 9.351e+01
640 5.900e-11 5.228 5.761e-11 6.231 2.620e-10 6.484 9.426e+02
1280 2.582e-10 -2.129 2.267e-10 -1.976 2.635e-10 -0.008 9.549e+03

Average order 4.650 4.750 4.915

WENO9–mSSPRK3

40 5.391e-04 − 7.010e-04 − 1.649e-03 − 1.345e+00
80 1.071e-06 8.975 1.374e-06 8.995 3.684e-06 8.806 2.075e+01
160 1.072e-09 9.965 1.226e-09 10.131 3.376e-09 10.092 3.286e+02
320 3.142e-10 1.771 2.758e-10 2.152 3.208e-10 3.396 5.268e+03
640 2.571e-09 -3.033 2.258e-09 -3.033 2.621e-09 -3.031 8.259e+04

Average order 4.419 4.561 4.816

WENO11–mSSPRK3

40 7.303e-05 − 8.076e-05 − 1.607e-04 − 1.735e+01
80 8.862e-08 9.687 1.238e-07 9.349 3.275e-07 8.939 4.263e+02
160 5.851e-10 7.243 5.082e-10 7.929 5.904e-10 9.116 1.073e+04
320 5.076e-09 -3.117 4.457e-09 -3.133 5.187e-09 -3.135 2.502e+05

Average order 4.604 4.715 4.973

WENO13–mSSPRK3

40 7.820e-06 − 8.099e-06 − 1.556e-05 − 1.809e+02
80 1.800e-09 12.085 2.421e-09 11.708 6.710e-09 11.179 7.095e+03
160 2.000e-08 -3.474 1.755e-08 -2.858 2.039e-08 -1.604 2.813e+05

Average order 4.306 4.425 4.787
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Figure 1: LAE, Test 1: Results obtained with WENO–DeC
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Table 5: LAE, Test 1: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK4

N
L1 error L2 error L∞ error

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK4

80 9.291e-04 − 8.537e-04 − 1.521e-03 − 1.936e-02
160 2.953e-05 4.976 2.945e-05 4.857 6.657e-05 4.514 5.633e-02
320 7.717e-07 5.258 7.527e-07 5.290 1.753e-06 5.247 2.707e-01
640 1.819e-08 5.407 1.573e-08 5.580 2.863e-08 5.937 1.180e+00
1280 4.163e-10 5.449 3.412e-10 5.527 4.622e-10 5.953 5.552e+00
2560 9.870e-12 5.398 8.642e-12 5.303 1.299e-11 5.153 2.594e+01
5120 1.623e-12 2.604 1.431e-12 2.595 1.844e-12 2.817 1.235e+02

Average order 4.849 4.859 4.937

WENO7–mSSPRK4

80 1.027e-04 − 1.188e-04 − 2.185e-04 − 1.964e-01
160 3.151e-07 8.348 3.967e-07 8.227 9.737e-07 7.810 1.253e+00
320 2.211e-09 7.155 4.327e-09 6.518 2.346e-08 5.376 8.207e+00
640 1.458e-11 7.245 3.717e-11 6.863 2.627e-10 6.480 5.463e+01
1280 3.661e-12 1.994 3.203e-12 3.536 3.728e-12 6.139 3.645e+02

Average order 6.185 6.286 6.451

WENO9–mSSPRK4

40 5.391e-04 − 7.010e-04 − 1.649e-03 − 2.537e-01
80 1.071e-06 8.975 1.374e-06 8.995 3.684e-06 8.806 2.196e+00
160 1.072e-09 9.965 1.225e-09 10.131 3.375e-09 10.092 2.059e+01
320 1.096e-11 6.612 9.109e-12 7.072 1.066e-11 8.307 1.934e+02
640 3.944e-11 -1.847 3.463e-11 -1.927 4.024e-11 -1.917 1.824e+03

Average order 5.926 6.068 6.322

WENO11–mSSPRK4

40 7.303e-05 − 8.076e-05 − 1.607e-04 − 1.721e+00
80 8.862e-08 9.687 1.238e-07 9.349 3.275e-07 8.939 2.250e+01
160 1.652e-11 12.389 2.153e-11 12.490 4.998e-11 12.678 2.978e+02
320 7.282e-11 -2.140 6.394e-11 -1.570 7.430e-11 -0.572 3.967e+03

Average order 6.645 6.756 7.015

WENO13–mSSPRK4

40 7.820e-06 − 8.099e-06 − 1.556e-05 − 1.225e+01
80 1.621e-09 12.236 2.404e-09 11.718 6.709e-09 11.179 2.259e+02
160 1.281e-10 3.661 1.124e-10 4.418 1.306e-10 5.683 4.233e+03

Average order 7.949 8.068 8.431
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the expected 4-th order is finally achieved. Depending on the specific problem, one may not see
order 4 for such a method before hitting machine precision.

In Figure 2, we report the results of convergence analyses of WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–
SSPRK4, along with the efficiency comparison between such couplings and WENO–DeC, in
the L1-norm. The efficiency comparison on the bottom makes clear that, although for coarse
meshes and, hence, large errors SSPRK methods can be better than DeC, for very high order
methods and higher level of refinements adopting lower order time discretizations implies losses
in computational efficiency.
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Figure 2: LAE, Test 1: Results obtained with WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4 on top and
efficiency comparison with WENO–DeC on the bottom

In order to give a quantitative meaning to the efficiency loss obtained adopting SSPRK3
and SSPRK4 with very high order space discretizations, we provide in Figure 3 the estimated
computational times needed to reach an accuracy tolerance equal to 10−16 with WENO–DeC,
WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4, in the three norms L1, L2-and L∞. They are com-
puted considering the linear regression of the last three points of each curve error versus time
in logarithmic scale in order to only focus on the asymptotic behavior and exclude possible
underestimates of the required computational time determined by initial superconvergences
occurring for coarse meshes, for which the expected rate has not been achieved yet, see for
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example Remark 3. We see that, while in the context of WENO–DeC increasing the order
is always advantageous resulting in smaller computational times, for WENO–SSPRK3 and
WENO–SSPRK4 this is not the case. In fact, since the error in time dominates for very high
spatial orders, increasing the order of the space discretization essentially results in an increase
of the needed computational time and consequently in a waste of resources. The only exception
is represented by WENO3–SSPRK4, which requires more computational time than WENO5–
SSPRK4. However, this is not completely unexpected, as WENO5–SSPRK4 is formally 4-th
order accurate, while, WENO3–SSPRK4 has formal order of accuracy equal to 3 only.

In Tables 4 and 5, the results of the convergence analyses obtained with WENO–mSSPRK3
and WENO–mSSPRK4 are reported. As one can notice, not always the expected rate of
convergence has been achieved, and there is a strong tendency to order degradation in the
mesh refinement. This is due to the time step restrictions, which characterize the methods.
The excessive (but necessary in order not to spoil the spatial order of accuracy) reduction in
the time step determines a huge number of computations to be performed, which are associated
with excessive accumulation of rounding errors, leading to machine precision effects arising far
above the usual values. Graphical representations of the convergence and efficiency analyses of
WENO–mSSPRK3 and WENO–mSSPRK4 in L1–norm are reported in Figure 4. In particular,
from the efficiency comparison at the bottom, one can observe that such methods are never
more convenient than WENO–DeC. It is also evident that they require a huge amount of
computational time in the mesh refinement, much longer than what required by WENO–DeC.

In conclusion, the best results among the considered schemes are the ones obtained with
WENO–DeC.

5.1.2 Test 2: Composite wave

Here, we consider a more challenging test consisting in the propagation of a wave made by
signals with various shapes [73]. More in detail, we consider the computational domain Ω :=
[−1, 1] with periodic boundary conditions and initial condition given by

u0(x) :=





1
6
[G(x, β, z − δ) + 4G(x, β, z) +G(x, β, z + δ)], if − 0.8 ≤ x ≤ −0.6,

1, if − 0.4 ≤ x ≤ −0.2,

1.0− |10(x− 0.1)| , if 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.2,
1
6
[F (x, α, a− δ) + 4F (x, α, a) + F (x, α, a+ δ)], if 0.4 ≤ x ≤ 0.6,

0, otherwise,

(27)

with δ := 0.005, z := −0.7, a := 0.5, α := 10, β := log (2)

36δ2
and functions G and F defined as

G(x, β, z) := e−β(x−z)2 , F (x, α, a) :=
√

max (1− α2(x− a)2, 0). (28)

Being the solution only C0, we do not expect to achieve high order convergence, yet, we
would like higher order discretizations to better preserve the solution profile, especially for very
long simulation times. We have considered Tf := 2000 as in [104] and, again, CCFL := 0.95. In
Figure 5, we report the results obtained with WENO–DeC for 50, 100, 200 and 1600 elements.
We systematically see that, despite being affected by little over- and undershoots, high order
methods better preserve the solution profile. In particular, up to 200 cells, the results obtained
with all methods but the ones of order 11 and 13 are affected by a severe smearing. For 1600
cells, the results obtained with orders 7 and 9 get comparable with the ones obtained for higher
order, while, orders 3 and 5 are still far from convergence. Let us remark that the coupling
of WENO–DeC with extra adaptive limiting strategies would definitely improve the results
preventing over- and undershoots. This is planned for future works.
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(a) Results for L1-norm
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3 5 7 9 11 13
Order

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

Ti
m

e 
(s

)

3.8e+05

8.4e+02

8.8e+01

2.1e+01 1.6e+01
9.3e+00

2.1e+05

2.1e+06

5.4e+06
9.6e+06

1.5e+07
2.5e+07

3.3e+05

3.1e+03

8.1e+03
1.6e+04

2.7e+04
4.4e+04

Expected computational times for accuracy 10 16 in L1-norm

WENO-DeC
WENO-SSPRK3
WENO-SSPRK4

3 5 7 9 11 13
Order

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

Ti
m

e 
(s

)

1.7e+05

8.5e+02

1.0e+02

2.1e+01 1.8e+01
9.7e+00

9.7e+04

1.8e+06

4.6e+06
8.2e+06

1.3e+07
2.1e+07

1.5e+05

2.7e+03

7.2e+03
1.4e+04

2.4e+04
3.9e+04

Expected computational times for accuracy 10 16 in L2-norm

WENO-DeC
WENO-SSPRK3
WENO-SSPRK4

3 5 7 9 11 13
Order

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

Ti
m

e 
(s

)

1.3e+05

1.1e+03

1.7e+02

2.5e+01 2.2e+01
1.1e+01

7.6e+04

2.0e+06

5.3e+06
9.4e+06

1.5e+07
2.4e+07

1.2e+05

2.5e+03

7.5e+03
1.4e+04

2.5e+04
4.0e+04

Expected computational times for accuracy 10 16 in L -norm

WENO-DeC
WENO-SSPRK3
WENO-SSPRK4

(c) Results for L∞-norm

Figure 3: LAE, Test 1: Expected computational times in seconds to reach an accuracy level equal
to 10−16 in the L1-, L2-, and L∞-norms.
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Figure 4: LAE, Test 1: Results obtained with WENO–mSSPRK3 and WENO–mSSPRK4 on top
and efficiency comparison with WENO–DeC on the bottom
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Figure 5: LAE, Test 2: Results obtained with WENO–DeC with final time Tf := 2000 and several
levels of mesh refinement
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In Figure 6, we compare the results obtained with WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4 and
WENO–DeC on a mesh of 400 elements for same CCFL and final time. We see a complete
smearing of the numerical solution when SSPRK3 is adopted. Moreover, all curves from order
5 on coincide, meaning the the error in time is dominating. WENO–SSPRK4 seems more able
to preserve the shape of the solution, however, the associated results are much less accurate
than the ones obtained with WENO–DeC from order 5 on.

Aiming at a quantitative description, we report the errors in the L1-norm obtained with
WENO–DeC for several levels of mesh refinement on this problem in Table 6. As expected,
we see the error decreasing for increasing number of cells and order with no exception. In
Table 7, we report the errors in the L1-norm obtained with WENO–DeC, WENO–SSPRK3
and WENO–SSPRK4 for 400 cells. It is interesting to notice that, passing from spatial order 7
to 13, there is no substantial decrease in the error for WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4,
meaning that the error in time is dominating. On the other hand, for WENO–DeC, the error
always decreases. Moreover, the errors obtained with WENO–DeC from order 7 on are smaller
than the ones obtained with WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4. The difference is one
order of magnitude from order 9 on.

Order 50 cells 100 cells 200 cells 400 cells 800 cells 1600 cells
3 6.726e-01 6.681e-01 6.346e-01 5.942e-01 4.871e-01 2.404e-01
5 6.580e-01 6.214e-01 5.917e-01 5.526e-01 4.860e-01 3.416e-01
7 5.974e-01 5.821e-01 4.624e-01 2.941e-01 8.227e-02 3.438e-02
9 4.569e-01 4.050e-01 2.292e-01 4.534e-02 2.232e-02 1.051e-02
11 2.630e-01 1.741e-01 6.575e-02 2.855e-02 1.371e-02 6.767e-03
13 2.186e-01 1.263e-01 5.728e-02 2.392e-02 1.138e-02 5.427e-03

Table 6: LAE, Test 2: Errors in the L1-norm obtained with WENO–DeC with final time Tf := 2000
and several levels of mesh refinement

Order WENO–DeC WENO–SSPRK3 WENO–SSPRK4
3 5.942e-01 5.942e-01 5.950e-01
5 5.526e-01 3.250e-01 5.491e-01
7 2.941e-01 3.161e-01 1.878e-01
9 4.534e-02 3.163e-01 1.526e-01
11 2.855e-02 3.149e-01 1.559e-01
13 2.392e-02 3.149e-01 1.577e-01

Table 7: LAE, Test 2: Errors in the L1-norm obtained with WENO–DeC, WENO–SSPRK3 and
WENO–SSPRK4 with final time Tf := 2000 and 400 elements

Remark 4 (On smaller final times). It is useful to remark that the described accuracy losses
of schemes obtained coupling very high order space discretizations with lower order time dis-
cretizations may not be visible for small final time. Results obtained using WENO–SSPRK3,
WENO–SSPRK4 and WENO–DeC with 400 elements for a final time Tf := 8 are comparable,
and they are omitted. This may be critical in the context of the many physical applications
involving long time simulations, where users could realize only a posteriori to have obtained
unsatisfactory results, after huge waste of computational resources.
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Figure 6: LAE, Test 2: Results obtained with WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4 and WENO–
DeC with final time Tf := 2000 and 400 elements
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Test ρL uL pL ρR uR pR xd Tf

1 1.0 0.75 1.0 0.125 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.2
2 1.0 -2.0 0.4 1.0 2.0 0.4 0.5 0.15

Relaxed 2 1.0 -1.0 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.4 0.5 0.15
3 1.0 0.0 1000.0 1.0 0.0 0.01 0.5 0.012
4 5.99924 19.5975 460.894 5.99242 -6.19633 46.0950 0.4 0.035
5 1.0 -19.59745 1000.0 1.0 -19.59745 0.01 0.8 0.012

Table 8: Test informations for Riemann problems 1, 2 (and relaxed 2), 3, 4, 5. A relaxed version
of Riemann problem 2 has been investigated in this work

The adoption of mSSPRK3 and mSSPRK4 is clearly not a viable solution for long time–
simulations, requiring computational times which are too long. Hence, results obtained through
such time discretizations are not reported. Let us also remark that they could not be generated
at all for order higher than 7 within reasonable time.

5.2 Euler equations

In this section, we perform tests on the one–dimensional Euler equations, obtained by (1) with

u :=




ρ
ρu
E


 , f(u) :=




ρu
ρu2 + p
(E + p)u


 , (29)

where ρ is the density of the fluid, u is the velocity, p is the pressure, and E is the total
energy. The system is closed by an equation of state. Here, we consider ideal fluids and thus
the following equation of state

E = ρe+
1

2
ρu2, (30)

with e := p
ρ(γ−1)

being the internal energy and γ, herein set equal to 1.4, adiabatic coefficient
given by the ratio between specific heats at constant pressure and volume.

For this system, we consider several different tests. We first investigate a smooth problem
in Section 5.2.1 for verifying the order of accuracy. The remaining tests are, instead, character-
ized by discontinuous solutions. More in detail, we consider, five selected Riemann problems
from [46, Section 12.4] in Sections 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5 and 5.2.6. Such tests are extremely
challenging, and their numerical resolution is commonly associated with spurious oscillations
and/or simulation crashes. The related test informations are reported in Table 8, where xd

represents the location of the discontinuity in the initial condition. For all such Riemann
problems, the domain is [0, 1], and transmissive boundary conditions are adopted at domain
extrema. Let us emphasize that, since we could not run the second Riemann problem with
our methods due to simulation crashes caused by the tough character of the problem, we have
focused on a relaxed version.

In Section 5.2.7, we test the methods on a shock–turbulence interaction problem introduced
in [105] as a tough modification of the original version proposed in [41]. Finally, in Section 5.2.8,
we point out some critical aspects experienced in the context of these simulations.

As for the LAE, we test methods from order 3 to 13. The exact reference solutions to the
problems discussed in Sections 5.2.2, 5.2.3, 5.2.4, 5.2.5 and 5.2.6 have been computed using the
library NUMERICA [106]. Since for the shock–turbulence interaction problem of Section 5.2.7
no exact solution is available, the reference solution for such a test has been computed through
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a FV scheme with second order accurate van Leer’s minmod spatial discretization [98] and
SSPRK2 time discretization on a very refined mesh of 200,000 cells, with CCFL := 0.5, re-
construction of characteristic variables, and exact Riemann solver numerical flux. Overall, the
results confirm a general advantage in

• adoption of high order discretizations with respect to lower order ones;

• reconstruction of characteristics variables with respect to conserved ones;

• employment of exact Riemann solver with respect to Rusanov, with the difference between
the two numerical fluxes getting smaller as the order of accuracy increases.

In particular, as also shown in [76, 77, 78, 79], reconstruction of characteristic variables results
essential in the context of discontinuous solutions to avoid highly oscillatory results and, in some
cases, to prevent simulation crashes. The employment of exact Riemann solver determines, in
general, a better capturing of discontinuities and other solution features. On the other hand,
the more diffusive character of Rusanov is, sometimes, able to substantially reduce over- and
undershoots. In this context, we confirm what conjectured in [43]: increasing the order of
accuracy leads to smaller differences between the results obtained through different numerical
fluxes. This is evident for the shock–turbolence interaction problem of Section 5.2.7. However,
depending on the test and on the mesh refinement, such differences may still be evident even
for order 13. A more systematic discussion on this aspect, considering many other numerical
fluxes, is left for future works. Here, we mainly focus on the impact of the order of accuracy.

Also in this case, on smooth problems, comparisons betweenWENO–DeC,WENO–SSPRK3,
WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3 and WENO–mSSPRK4 confirm order degradation and
efficiency loss in the mesh refinement for couplings involving high order space discretizations
and lower order time integrations, even for reduced time step. Let us remark that the adoption
of extra strategies, e.g., a posteriori limiting, would be helpful to reduce spurious oscillations
and prevent simulation crashes. This will be matter of investigation of future works, while we
only focus on the basic WENO–DeC approach here.

5.2.1 Advection of smooth density

We consider here, as in [104], the advection of a smooth density profile in order to verify the
order of accuracy of the investigated methods. The initial condition in terms of primitive
variables reads





ρ0(x) := 2 + sin4 (πx),

u0(x) := u∞,

p0(x) := p∞,

(31)

where u∞ := 1 and p∞ := 1. The computational domain is Ω := [−1, 1], over which we assume
periodic boundary conditions. The exact solution reads u(x, t) := u0(x − u∞t). We ran the
convergence analysis with CCFL := 0.95 until the final time Tf := 2. We only report the errors
for the density. Analogous results have been obtained for the other variables and they are
omitted to save space.

The results are qualitatively analogous to what obtained in the smooth test considered for
the LAE in Section 5.1.1. For the sake of compactness, we report the convergence tables of
WENO–DeC with reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver only in
Table 9. All other convergence tables of WENO–DeC with reconstruction of characteristic
variables and Rusanov numerical flux and with reconstruction of conserved variables are avail-
able in the supplementary material, as well as the convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3,
WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3, and WENO–mSSPRK4. Let us remark that the results
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are qualitatively similar amongst the considered four different settings, coming from the com-
bination of reconstruction of conserved or characteristic variables, and adoption of Rusanov or
exact Riemann solver numerical flux.

Looking at Table 9, one can see that the expected order of accuracy has been obtained in all
the three considered norms from order 5 on. As for the LAE, WENO3–DeC3 is characterized
by a slight superconvergent character in the mesh refinement.

Table 9: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–DeC with
reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 1.908e-02 − 2.233e-02 − 4.937e-02 − 3.234e-01
320 3.706e-03 2.364 5.755e-03 1.957 1.641e-02 1.590 1.191e+00
640 4.969e-04 2.899 9.711e-04 2.567 3.729e-03 2.137 4.711e+00
1280 3.881e-05 3.678 7.751e-05 3.647 3.909e-04 3.254 1.884e+01
2560 2.391e-06 4.021 3.723e-06 4.380 1.611e-05 4.601 7.455e+01
5120 1.407e-07 4.087 1.706e-07 4.448 5.387e-07 4.902 2.979e+02

Average order 3.410 3.400 3.297

WENO5–DeC5

80 1.586e-03 − 1.371e-03 − 2.391e-03 − 2.742e-01
160 5.795e-05 4.775 5.782e-05 4.567 1.214e-04 4.299 9.700e-01
320 1.545e-06 5.230 1.500e-06 5.268 3.435e-06 5.144 3.577e+00
640 3.636e-08 5.409 3.144e-08 5.576 5.727e-08 5.906 1.417e+01
1280 8.323e-10 5.449 6.821e-10 5.527 9.233e-10 5.955 5.653e+01
2560 1.972e-11 5.399 1.727e-11 5.304 2.579e-11 5.162 2.259e+02

Average order 5.252 5.249 5.293

WENO7–DeC7

80 1.751e-04 − 1.919e-04 − 3.411e-04 − 1.005e+00
160 6.198e-07 8.142 7.444e-07 8.010 1.736e-06 7.618 3.485e+00
320 4.359e-09 7.152 8.156e-09 6.512 4.220e-08 5.362 1.341e+01
640 2.897e-11 7.233 7.285e-11 6.807 4.985e-10 6.404 5.376e+01
1280 1.333e-13 7.763 2.501e-13 8.186 1.541e-12 8.338 2.138e+02

Average order 7.573 7.379 6.931

WENO9–DeC9

40 1.026e-03 − 1.215e-03 − 2.504e-03 − 7.076e-01
80 1.816e-06 9.142 2.216e-06 9.099 5.786e-06 8.758 2.603e+00
160 2.123e-09 9.740 2.394e-09 9.854 6.370e-09 9.827 9.466e+00
320 4.087e-12 9.021 4.668e-12 9.002 1.212e-11 9.038 3.700e+01

Average order 9.301 9.318 9.207

WENO11–DeC11

40 1.179e-04 − 1.260e-04 − 2.437e-04 − 1.584e+00
80 1.584e-07 9.540 2.122e-07 9.214 5.373e-07 8.825 5.877e+00
160 3.167e-11 12.289 4.248e-11 12.286 9.911e-11 12.404 2.206e+01

Average order 10.914 10.750 10.615

WENO13–DeC13

40 1.186e-05 − 1.261e-05 − 2.377e-05 − 3.310e+00
80 3.170e-09 11.870 4.343e-09 11.503 1.169e-08 10.990 1.238e+01
160 8.733e-14 15.148 1.000e-13 15.406 2.580e-13 15.467 4.663e+01

Average order 13.509 13.454 13.229

In Figure 7, the results of the convergence analysis in the L1-norm obtained with WENO–
DeC, reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver are reported, together
with the efficiency analysis of all four settings. We do not report the plots of the convergence
analyses for the other three settings, however, the similar trend of the error with respect to
the displayed setting can be inferred from the efficiency analysis plot. Furthermore, we do not
display results for the other norms in order to save space, since in fact they are qualitatively
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analogous.
As already anticipated, the left plot in Figure 7 confirms the achievement of the expected

rates of convergence. From the right plot, instead, we see the same trend obtained for LAE:
high order methods are better for small errors. Here, however, we have the possibility to make
further comparisons concerning the efficiency of different settings corresponding to the adopted
choices of reconstructed variables and numerical flux. For this smooth test, reconstruction of
conserved variables is more computationally convenient than reconstruction of characteristic
ones; moreover, the exact Riemann solver is slightly more computationally convenient than
Rusanov. We will see in the following that, despite being more computationally expensive (at
least in this case), the reconstruction of characteristic variables is essential in the reduction of
spurious oscillations in tests involving discontinuities.
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Figure 7: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: Results obtained with WENO–DeC

As done for the LAE, we compare the results obtained through WENO–DeC with the
ones obtained through WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4. The convergence analyses in
the L1-norm for WENO–SSPRK3 and WENO–SSPRK4 with reconstruction of characteristic
variables and exact Riemann solver are reported in Figures 8a and 8b respectively, along with
efficiency comparisons with WENO–DeC for the same setting in 8c and for reconstruction of
conserved variables and Rusanov in 8d. We clearly see, from Figure 8a, that with SSPRK3
third order of accuracy is obtained for any order of the space discretization from 5 on. Instead,
with SSPRK4, the asymptotic rate of convergence of convergence is clearly 4 for any space
discretization from order 7 on, as one can see in Figure 8b. Also in this context, we observe
the usual unexpected superconvergence from WENO3. WENO5–SSPRK4 achieves order 5
until very high levels of refinement, and only in the last one the convergence rate decreases to
approximately four. We are not sure, whether this is caused by the (expected) order degradation
due to the choice of a lower order time discretization or by machine precision effects. In
any case, this is in line with what expressed in Remark 3: some levels of refinements are
required for the error in space to dominate over the error in time. This is also the case
for WENO7–SSPRK4, which achieves order 7 in the first refinement before becoming fourth
order accurate. The efficiency analysis comparisons reported in Figure 8c, for reconstruction
of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver, and in Figure 8d, for reconstruction of
conserved variables and Rusanov, confirm what observed for the LAE: for small errors, lower
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order time integration causes efficiency losses in very high order space discretizations. Similar
results have been obtained for reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver
and reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov.
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Figure 8: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: Results obtained with WENO–SSPRK3
and WENO–SSPRK4 on top and efficiency comparison with WENO–DeC on the bottom

Again, we would like to give a concrete meaning to the waste of computational resources
obtained adopting SSPRK3 and SSPRK4 in combination with higher order WENO reconstruc-
tions. As a quantitative example, we report in Figure 9, the estimated computational times
needed in order to reach an accuracy level equal to 10−16 on the density in all norms, for recon-
struction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver. As for the LAE, these expected
values are obtained considering the regression of the last three points of the curves error versus
time in logarithmic scale until reaching the desired tolerance. Results confirm that with DeC,
i.e., with order of temporal accuracy matching the one of the spatial discretization, increasing
the order always leads to computational advantages. Instead, for SSPRK3 and SSPRK4, from
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order 5 on, increasing the order of the space discretization determines an increase in the ex-
pected computational time. As a matter of fact, this means that the adoption of lower order
time discretizations completely spoils the advantages coming from high order space discretiza-
tions. Let us notice that the estimated times in the three different norms are rather similar,
which is a further confirmation of the fact that the expected convergence trends have been
obtained in all the considered norms. Let us also remark that results obtained with all other
settings are qualitatively analogous, and therefore we omit them in order to save space.

Finally, let us compare the results obtained through WENO–DeC with the ones obtained
throughWENO–mSSPRK3 andWENO–mSSPRK4. The convergence analyses plots of WENO–
mSSPRK3 and WENO–mSSPRK4 for the L1-norm obtained with reconstruction of character-
istic variables and exact Riemann solver are displayed in Figures 10a and 10b respectively,
while, the efficiency comparisons with WENO–DeC are reported in 10c for the same setting
and in 10d for reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov. Just like for LAE, we can
appreciate that machine precision effects tend to arise far above usual values, as a result of
the strong time step reduction. Moreover, such schemes are extremely more computationally
costly than WENO–DeC, as can be seen from Figures 10c and 10d.

Also in this context, we conclude that WENO–DeC is the most desirable option amongst
the schemes considered.

5.2.2 Riemann problem 1 (Modified Sod)

This problem is a variant of the Sod shock tube [107], characterized by nonzero initial velocity
of the left state. The solution presents a sonic point, causing troubles in many numerical
approaches usually due to the adoption of linearized Riemann solvers [46, 108].

We did not experience any problem in running this test with all settings and orders for
CCFL := 0.95 with 100 elements. In Figure 11, we report the results for the density obtained
with all settings and orders. On this test, all schemes produce rather nice results, with sonic
point handled perfectly. However, we can see that the reconstruction of conserved variables
leads to spurious oscillations for very high orders, see the zoom on the plateau of the density
between the shock wave and the contact discontinuity. Results are much cleaner when recon-
struction of characteristic variables is adopted. This is in line with what shown in [76, 77, 78,
79]. In order to save space, in the following, we will not provide results with reconstruction of
conserved variables in the main manuscript. However, they can be found in the supplementary
material.

In Figure 12, we report some zooms on the density profiles obtained with reconstruction
of characteristic variables and both numerical fluxes. The employment of the exact Riemann
solver provides a better capturing of the rarefaction wave with respect to Rusanov, as can be
seen in panels A and B. For very high orders, little over- and undershoots can be observed
in panel D and, only for Rusanov numerical flux, also in panel B. Zoom on other variables
are omitted to save space. However, same considerations hold for them: the reconstruction
of conserved variables is associated with spurious oscillations for very high orders, with the
results obtained for reconstruction of characteristic variables being much cleaner; the adoption
of the exact Riemann solver provides a better capturing of some solution details with respect
to Rusanov. Overall, the best results are obtained for reconstruction of characteristic variables
and exact Riemann solver. Let us notice that higher order methods produce more reliable
results with respect to lower order ones, and tend to better capture the details of the solution,
including discontinuities.

The analysis of the results obtained for the original Sod shock tube test lead to similar
conclusions, hence, we do not report them for the sake of compactness.
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(c) Results for L∞-norm

Figure 9: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: Expected computational times in seconds
to reach an accuracy level equal to 10−16 on the density with reconstruction of characteristic
variables and exact Riemann solver
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Figure 10: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: Results obtained with WENO–mSSPRK3
and WENO–mSSPRK4 on top and efficiency comparison with WENO–DeC on the bottom
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(b) Reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver
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(c) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov
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(d) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 11: Euler equations, Riemann problem 1: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC for reconstruction of conserved and characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.95
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(b) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 12: Euler equations, Riemann problem 1: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.95
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5.2.3 Riemann problem 2 (Double rarefaction)

This test, also known as “123 problem”, is one of the toughest Riemann problems proposed
in [46]. Two diverging streams determine the formation of a near–vacuum–area. Simulation
crashes due to negative density or pressure are very frequent for this test. Just like for the
previous Riemann problem, we consider 100 cells.

For 0.05 ≤ CCFL ≤ 0.85 (we did not test for smaller values), the test works only for order 3
and only if characteristic variables are reconstructed and Rusanov numerical flux is employed.
All other orders and settings crash. This is why we have focused on a relaxed version of the
problem with smaller values of the speed of the diverging streams, according to Table 8. Let
us remark that, despite this little modification, the test still preserves the challenging features
of the original version. The following comments concern the results obtained on such a new
relaxed version with 100 cells.

For CCFL := 0.95, only order 3 does not crash for any considered reconstructed variable
and numerical flux. The value of CCFL must be reduced to prevent simulation crashes. With
CCFL ≤ 0.7, there are no simulation failures for all orders and both numerical fluxes with
reconstruction of characteristic variables. Instead, if conserved variables are reconstructed,
lower values of CCFL are required. More in detail, with exact Riemann solver, for 0.55 ≤
CCFL ≤ 0.95, only order 3 works; for 0.05 ≤ CCFL ≤ 0.5 only orders 3 and 5 work. On the
other hand, with Rusanov, for 0.8 ≤ CCFL ≤ 0.95 only order 3 works; for CCFL ≤ 0.75 orders
3, 5 and 7 work; for CCFL ≤ 0.6 orders 3,5,7 and 9 work; for CCFL ≤ 0.55 all orders work
besides order 13; for CCFL ≤ 0.45 all orders work. We perform the comparison between the
settings for CCFL := 0.45.

In Figure 13, we report zooms on some details of the density for reconstruction of char-
acteristic variables only; results for reconstruction of conserved variables can be found in the
supplementary material. The exact Riemann solver produces small spurious over- and under-
shoots at the foot of the rarefactions, which are smeared by Rusanov numerical flux. Overall,
the best results are obtained with reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov. In
general, we can observe how higher order discretizations are able to provide results which are
closer to the reference.

5.2.4 Riemann problem 3 (Left Woodward–Colella)

This Riemann problem corresponds to the left part of the Woodward–Colella test [109]. The
severe jump in the pressure, which amounts to 5 orders of magnitude, makes this test very
challenging from the computational point of view.

For CCFL := 0.95, all the simulations work up to order 9, besides when characteristic vari-
ables are reconstructed and Rusanov is used. In such a case all simulations crash. Simulations
work up to order 11 for 0.05 ≤ CCFL ≤ 0.45 with reconstruction of characteristic variables and
exact Riemann solver, and up to order 9 for all the other settings. We did not test for smaller
values of CCFL.

We perform the comparison for CCFL := 0.45 and 100 cells. In Figure 14, we report the
density details for reconstruction of characteristic variables with both numerical fluxes; results
obtained with reconstruction of conserved variables are available in the supplementary material.
Looking at the results in Figure 14, in particular in panel D, we can see that the exact Riemann
solver captures a bit better the peak of the density, especially for order 3. Differences among
the numerical fluxes tend to disappear as the order of accuracy increases. With no exceptions,
increasing the order of the method is associated with higher quality of the obtained results.
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(a) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov
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(b) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 13: Euler equations, relaxed Riemann problem 2: Results for the density obtained through
WENO–DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.45
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(b) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 14: Euler equations, Riemann problem 3: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.45
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5.2.5 Riemann problem 4 (Collision of two shocks)

In this test, two streams collide creating a very high–pressure–area in the center of the domain.
Despite this, we experienced almost no problem in running this test.

On computational meshes of 100 cells, all settings experience no crashes for all orders and
CCFL := 0.95, besides reconstruction of conserved variables with Rusanov numerical flux, which
only works up to order 11. We could not find a value of CCFL for which order 13 works with
such setting. We tested up to CCFL := 0.05. We perform a comparison between the settings
for CCFL := 0.95, and we only report results for reconstruction of characteristic variables in
Figure 15. Also in this case, results for reconstruction of conserved variables are available in
the supplementary material. In this test, exact Riemann solver and Rusanov perform similarly.
Little spurious oscillations are present in both cases as can be seen from the density zooms.
In particular, they are slightly smaller for Rusanov, see panel A, due to its more diffusive
character. On the other hand, the exact Riemann solver is able to more sharply capture the
left shock as can bee seen from panel B.
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(b) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 15: Euler equations, Riemann problem 4: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.95

5.2.6 Riemann problem 5 (Stationary contact)

This Riemann problem can be regarded as a modification of the third one, in which the two
states move towards left with rather high velocity. As usual, we have considered 100 cells for
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the numerical experiments.
The behavior of the methods on this test was quite irregular. Reconstruction of conserved

variables with Rusanov always crashes for all orders and any value of CCFL between 0.95
and 0.05. For CCFL := 0.95, only reconstruction of characteristic variables with Rusanov for
order 3 works. All other settings crash. For CCFL := 0.75, reconstruction of characteristic
variables with Rusanov works up to order 7. All other settings crash. For CCFL ≤ 0.65,
reconstruction of characteristic variables with Rusanov works up to order 11. All other setting
crash, for 0.35 ≤ CCFL ≤ 0.65, besides some irregular exceptions involving exact Riemann
solver for orders 9, 11 and 13 for some values of CCFL, for both variable reconstructions.
For CCFL := 0.3, reconstruction of conserved variables with exact Riemann solver works for
order higher than 5, while, reconstruction of characteristic variables with exact Riemann solver
works from order 7 to 11. For CCFL := 0.2, reconstruction of characteristic variables with exact
Riemann solver works from order 5 to 11. For the same CCFL, reconstruction of conserved
variables works for all orders with exact Riemann solver. For CCFL := 0.1, all settings work
but reconstruction of characteristic variables with Rusanov for order 13 and reconstruction of
conserved variables with Rusanov, which always crashes for all orders, as already anticipated.
Issues do not occur at the beginning of the simulations but rather at later times, and they are
due to the reconstructions producing negative values of density or pressure. As already stated,
fixing this problem is not in the goals of this paper and is left for future works.

Let us comment the results obtained for CCFL := 0.1 and reconstruction of characteristic
variables, reported in Figure 16; results for reconstruction of conserved variables are instead
reported in the supplementary material. We can appreciate a much higher resolution when
the exact Riemann solver is employed. The density peak is smeared by Rusanov, but is per-
fectly captured even by order 3 with reconstruction of conserved variables, when the exact
Riemann solver is employed. Results get better as the order increase, excluded order 13 which
is characterized by ugly spurious overshoots not present for other orders.

5.2.7 Modified shock–turbulence interaction

This last test, introduced in [105], consists in a challenging modification of the original problem
presented in [41] by Shu and Osher. On the computational domain Ω := [−5, 5], the initial
conditions read



ρ
u
p


 (x, 0) :=

{
(1.515695, 0.523346, 1.80500)T , if x < −4.5,

(1.0 + 0.1 sin (20πx), 0, 1)T , otherwise.
(32)

Inflow and transmissive boundary conditions are prescribed at the left and right boundaries
respectively. The final time is Tf := 5.

Such a test is very challenging, as it consists of a shock interacting with a turbulent flow with
very high frequency oscillations, hence, requiring at the same time a good capturing of smooth
structures and a robust handling of discontinuities. We considered 1000 cells and CCFL := 0.95,
and we experienced no simulation failures for any reconstructed variable, numerical flux and
order. The results obtained for the density with reconstruction of characteristic variables are
reported in Figure 17, whereas, the ones obtained for reconstruction of conserved variables can
be found in the supplementary material. The quality of the results improves as the order of the
method increases. We can appreciate huge differences between Rusanov and exact Riemann
solver, being the latter more able to capture many solution structures even for order 3, see
panels B and, in particular, C. Differences tend to decrease for increasing order but are still
quite evident for order 9. This is, in fact, the test in which the most evident differences
between different numerical fluxes have been recorded in the investigation conducted in [43]
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(a) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov
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Figure 16: Euler equations, Riemann problem 5: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.1
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considering 8 numerical fluxes up to order 7. There, it was conjectured that such differences
may eventually disappear increasing the order of accuracy to very high numbers. This seems
to be the case, as can be appreciated from Figure 18, where we report the results for order 11
and 13 with reconstruction of characteristic variables. The difference between the numerical
fluxes, absolutely evident up to order 7 in [43], becomes much smaller for such high orders. In
particular, there are no differences at all in panel C, and barely visible ones in panel B. One
can still appreciate some little differences in panel A, i.e., in the tail of the turbulence, with
exact Riemann solver being more accurate than Rusanov.

Let us remark that, for the considered mesh refinement, even the 7-th order versions of
the investigated schemes are dramatically far from convergence. In such a test, increasing the
order to very high values is mandatory for a satisfactory description of the flow.

5.2.8 Critical aspects

The results obtained in the whole section put in evidence that WENO–DeC schemes, even for
very high order, are able to tackle tough simulations involving strong discontinuities. Nonethe-
less, spurious oscillations and simulation crashes can be experienced, as we showed in the
context of Riemann problems 2 and 6. They are due to the fact that we have investigated
the basic WENO–DeC framework without any further modification. Nothing at all is made
in order to ensure, for example, positivity of density and pressure of the reconstructed values.
Special care under this point of view, along with other adaptive strategies such as a posteriori
limiting, could prevent the failure of many simulations and reduce spurious oscillations, provid-
ing better results. Investigations in this direction, e.g., with a posteriori limiting, are planned
for future works. Let us notice that we also tried adopting rigorous speed estimates for sx and
sy for the computation of the time step in Equation 23. In particular, we used the rigorous
bounds from [100] computed as detailed in [46, Section 9.5]. As already stated, the simple
direct estimates adopted herein do not bound the actual wave speeds, which may be the cause
of simulation crashes for (apparently) safe values of CCFL even for low order schemes. We saw
no improvement in robustness switching to rigorous speed estimates, which confirms the fact
that simulation crashes are really due to negative values of density and pressure provided by
the reconstruction.

Reconstructing characteristic variables is almost mandatory to avoid oscillatory results,
whereas the preferability of a given numerical flux depends on the specific test. Generally
speaking, the exact Riemann solver provides sharper results, which can, however, present small
spurious oscillations. On the other hand, results obtained with Rusanov are in general slightly
less accurate but also less oscillatory. As conjectured in [43], differences among numerical fluxes
tend to decrease for increasing order, however, depending on the test, they may not disappear
even for order 13. Other tests not reported here, involving stationary and moving contact
discontinuities, put in evidence that also for very high order the choice of the numerical flux
still influences the quality of the obtained results. We leave for future works the investigation
of this aspect.

6 Conclusions and future perspectives

In this work, we have investigated the WENO–DeC arbitrary high order framework for the
numerical solution of hyperbolic PDEs. In particular, we have focused on very high order
realizations of such a framework, i.e., with order of spatial and temporal discretization higher
than 5. We tested the methods on several benchmarks for one–dimensional LAE and Euler
equations. Numerical results confirm the advantages of adopting very high order methods both
on smooth and non–smooth problems. In the first case, they are able to achieve smaller errors
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(b) Reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

Figure 17: Euler equations, Modified shock–turbulence interaction: Results for the density obtained
through WENO–DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.95
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Figure 18: Euler equations, Modified shock–turbulence interaction: Results for the density obtained
through WENO–DeC for reconstruction of characteristic variables with CCFL := 0.95 for Rusanov
and exact Riemann solver
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within coarser discretizations and shorter computational times; in the latter case, they provide
a sharper capturing of various structures of the analytical solution. We have also shown how the
common practice of coupling high order space discretizations with lower order time integrations
results in efficiency loss with respect to “truly” high order frameworks, such as WENO–DeC,
where the order of the time discretization matches the one of the space discretization.

We plan to extend this investigation in several directions, for example, with multidimen-
sional studies and coupling with other limiting techniques. In fact, on tough tests, spurious
oscillations and simulation crashes can occur and further work is required to make the schemes
fail–safe.
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A Accurate coefficients of SSPRK(5,4)

The following coefficients for SSPRK(5,4) have been computed up to accuracy 10−30.

A :=




0 0 0 0 0
0.391752226869253785640632115627 0 0 0 0
0.217669096357834985920253802915 0.368410592709066783214662112772 0 0 0
0.0826920866830935842609242437786 0.139958502107426395108400626025 0.251891774371960822884363746140 0 0
0.0679662835740483884329695316049 0.115034698453668419467815057942 0.207034898772936576352392025561 0.544974750295139481064416383368 0




, (33)

b :=




0.146811876157875933686947006683
0.248482909391317264243714136087
0.104258830279481225354037031167
0.274438901048480694917546480567
0.226007483122844881797755345495




, c :=




0
0.391752226869253785640632115627
0.586079689066901769134915915687
0.4745423631624808022536886159436
0.9350106310957928653175929984759




(34)
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Introduction

In this supplementary material, we report results, which were omitted in the main manuscript to
prevent excessive length. The omitted results concern simulations on the one–dimensional Euler
equations. In Section 1, we report the convergence tables for the density obtained with all settings
resulting from coupling reconstruction of conserved (“cons.” in the labels) or characteristic variables
(“char.” in the labels) and Rusanov (“Rus” in the labels) or exact Riemann solver (“Ex.RS” in the
labels) numerical flux. In Sections 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, we report the results on the density obtained
through all settings on the Riemann problems, taken from [1], considered in the main manuscript.
Finally, in Section 7, we report the results on the density obtained through all settings on the
modified shock–turbulence interaction problem considered in the main manuscript.

For convenience, we recall here the relevant informations related to the tests. In fact, the ones
concerning the Riemann problems are reported in Table 1, where xd represents the location of the
discontinuity at the beginning of the simulation. For all such Riemann problems, the spatial domain
is Ω := [0, 1], transmissive boundary conditions are considered. Missing lines in the plots reported
for such tests are associated with simulation crashes for the related configurations.

1 Advection of smooth density

This test, presented in [2], is characterized by the following initial condition




ρ0(x) := 2 + sin4 (πx),

u0(x) := u∞,

p0(x) := p∞,

(1)
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Test ρL uL pL ρR uR pR xd Tf

1 1.0 0.75 1.0 0.125 0.0 0.1 0.3 0.2
2 1.0 -2.0 0.4 1.0 2.0 0.4 0.5 0.15

Relaxed 2 1.0 -1.0 0.4 1.0 1.0 0.4 0.5 0.15
3 1.0 0.0 1000.0 1.0 0.0 0.01 0.5 0.012
4 5.99924 19.5975 460.894 5.99242 -6.19633 46.0950 0.4 0.035
5 1.0 -19.59745 1000.0 1.0 -19.59745 0.01 0.8 0.012

Table 1: Test informations for Riemann problems 1, 2 (and relaxed 2), 3, 4, 5. A relaxed version
of Riemann problem 2 has been investigated in this work

with u∞ := 1 and p∞ := 1. The spatial domain is Ω := [−1, 1], and periodic boundary conditions are
considered. The exact solution is u(x, t) := u0(x−u∞t). In the convergence analysis, CCFL := 0.95
and Tf := 2 have been considered.

In Tables 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, we report the convergence tables for reconstruction of conserved vari-
ables and Rusanov with WENO–DeC, WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3,
and WENO–mSSPRK4 respectively. In Tables 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, we report the convergence
tables for reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver with WENO–DeC,
WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3, and WENO–mSSPRK4 respectively. In
Tables 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16, we report the convergence tables for reconstruction of characteristic
variables and Rusanov with WENO–DeC, WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3,
and WENO–mSSPRK4 respectively. In Tables 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21, we report the convergence
tables for reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver with WENO–DeC,
WENO–SSPRK3, WENO–SSPRK4, WENO–mSSPRK3, and WENO–mSSPRK4 respectively.

Let us notice that Table 17 is reported in the main document; we report it also here for the sake
of completeness.

2 Riemann problem 1 (Modified Sod)

In Figure 1, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on Riemann problem 1
with CCFL := 0.95.

3 Riemann problem 2 (Double rarefaction)

In Figure 2, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on th relaxed version of
Riemann problem 2 with CCFL := 0.45.

4 Riemann problem 3 (Left Woodward–Colella)

In Figure 3, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on Riemann problem 3
with CCFL := 0.45.
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Table 2: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–DeC with
reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 3.016e-02 − 3.287e-02 − 6.776e-02 − 1.565e-01
320 6.265e-03 2.267 8.992e-03 1.870 2.353e-02 1.526 6.241e-01
640 9.313e-04 2.750 1.717e-03 2.389 5.947e-03 1.984 2.415e+00
1280 8.236e-05 3.499 1.631e-04 3.396 7.634e-04 2.962 9.505e+00
2560 5.096e-06 4.014 8.092e-06 4.333 3.536e-05 4.432 3.810e+01
5120 3.003e-07 4.085 3.670e-07 4.463 1.174e-06 4.912 1.514e+02

Average order 3.323 3.290 3.163

WENO5–DeC5

80 2.375e-03 − 1.984e-03 − 2.694e-03 − 1.220e-01
160 1.090e-04 4.446 1.128e-04 4.136 2.266e-04 3.572 4.769e-01
320 3.030e-06 5.169 3.070e-06 5.200 7.110e-06 4.994 1.857e+00
640 7.060e-08 5.423 6.364e-08 5.592 1.253e-07 5.826 7.170e+00
1280 1.586e-09 5.477 1.304e-09 5.609 1.747e-09 6.165 2.914e+01
2560 3.751e-11 5.402 3.245e-11 5.329 5.002e-11 5.126 1.132e+02

Average order 5.183 5.173 5.137

WENO7–DeC7

80 2.952e-04 − 3.212e-04 − 5.720e-04 − 6.523e-01
160 1.161e-06 7.991 1.364e-06 7.880 2.579e-06 7.793 2.420e+00
320 7.944e-09 7.191 1.404e-08 6.602 6.886e-08 5.227 9.580e+00
640 5.872e-11 7.080 1.494e-10 6.555 9.911e-10 6.118 3.813e+01
1280 2.604e-13 7.817 5.385e-13 8.116 3.344e-12 8.211 1.529e+02

Average order 7.520 7.288 6.837

WENO9–DeC9

40 1.198e-03 − 1.327e-03 − 2.688e-03 − 5.355e-01
80 2.803e-06 8.740 3.460e-06 8.583 8.920e-06 8.235 1.980e+00
160 3.932e-09 9.477 4.462e-09 9.599 1.133e-08 9.620 7.661e+00
320 8.190e-12 8.907 9.720e-12 8.842 2.546e-11 8.798 3.026e+01

Average order 9.042 9.008 8.885

WENO11–DeC11

40 1.541e-04 − 1.715e-04 − 3.206e-04 − 1.364e+00
80 2.495e-07 9.271 3.443e-07 8.960 8.404e-07 8.575 5.181e+00
160 6.030e-11 12.015 8.430e-11 11.996 2.035e-10 12.012 2.027e+01

Average order 10.643 10.478 10.294

WENO13–DeC13

40 1.524e-05 − 1.616e-05 − 2.976e-05 − 2.717e+00
80 4.956e-09 11.586 7.130e-09 11.146 1.850e-08 10.651 1.027e+01
160 1.580e-13 14.937 1.832e-13 15.248 4.472e-13 15.336 4.021e+01

Average order 13.262 13.197 12.994
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Table 3: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3
with reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK3

160 3.017e-02 − 3.287e-02 − 6.777e-02 − 9.282e-02
320 6.266e-03 2.267 8.993e-03 1.870 2.353e-02 1.526 3.517e-01
640 9.313e-04 2.750 1.717e-03 2.389 5.947e-03 1.984 1.387e+00
1280 8.236e-05 3.499 1.631e-04 3.396 7.634e-04 2.962 5.499e+00
2560 5.096e-06 4.014 8.092e-06 4.333 3.536e-05 4.432 2.182e+01
5120 3.003e-07 4.085 3.670e-07 4.463 1.174e-06 4.912 8.682e+01

Average order 3.323 3.290 3.163

WENO5–SSPRK3

80 2.509e-03 − 1.991e-03 − 2.392e-03 − 5.102e-02
160 1.617e-04 3.956 1.299e-04 3.937 1.741e-04 3.780 1.053e-01
320 1.180e-05 3.776 9.693e-06 3.745 1.225e-05 3.830 4.315e-01
640 1.414e-06 3.061 1.145e-06 3.082 1.408e-06 3.120 1.619e+00
1280 1.776e-07 2.993 1.419e-07 3.012 1.717e-07 3.036 6.525e+00
2560 2.219e-08 3.001 1.769e-08 3.004 2.143e-08 3.003 2.578e+01
5120 2.771e-09 3.001 2.209e-09 3.001 2.678e-09 3.000 1.024e+02

Average order 3.298 3.297 3.295

WENO7–SSPRK3

80 7.342e-04 − 6.044e-04 − 7.672e-04 − 1.026e-01
160 9.027e-05 3.024 7.194e-05 3.071 8.920e-05 3.104 3.107e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.996 1.098e-05 3.022 1.155e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 3.003 4.548e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 1.809e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 7.175e+01
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 2.883e+02

Average order 3.003 3.010 3.021

WENO9–SSPRK3

40 5.065e-03 − 4.270e-03 − 5.417e-03 − 6.829e-02
80 7.153e-04 2.824 5.682e-04 2.910 6.894e-04 2.974 1.600e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.987 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 5.717e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 2.213e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 8.757e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 3.472e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 1.388e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 5.563e+02

Average order 2.972 2.983 2.993

WENO11–SSPRK3

40 5.555e-03 − 4.442e-03 − 5.376e-03 − 6.414e-02
80 7.152e-04 2.957 5.683e-04 2.966 6.895e-04 2.963 2.552e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 9.459e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 3.693e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.466e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 5.821e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 2.318e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 9.280e+02

Average order 2.991 2.991 2.991

WENO13–SSPRK3

40 5.509e-03 − 4.403e-03 − 5.355e-03 − 1.146e-01
80 7.153e-04 2.945 5.683e-04 2.954 6.894e-04 2.957 3.804e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.440e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 5.629e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 2.227e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 8.892e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 3.538e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.415e+03

Average order 2.989 2.990 2.990
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Table 4: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK4
with reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK4

160 3.033e-02 − 3.304e-02 − 6.800e-02 − 1.671e-01
320 6.295e-03 2.268 9.033e-03 1.871 2.359e-02 1.527 5.815e-01
640 9.355e-04 2.750 1.724e-03 2.389 5.962e-03 1.984 2.283e+00
1280 8.254e-05 3.503 1.634e-04 3.399 7.650e-04 2.962 9.046e+00
2560 5.101e-06 4.016 8.091e-06 4.336 3.534e-05 4.436 3.633e+01
5120 3.000e-07 4.088 3.664e-07 4.465 1.171e-06 4.915 1.443e+02

Average order 3.325 3.292 3.165

WENO5–SSPRK4

80 2.375e-03 − 1.982e-03 − 2.676e-03 − 8.166e-02
160 1.089e-04 4.446 1.127e-04 4.136 2.264e-04 3.563 1.889e-01
320 3.031e-06 5.168 3.069e-06 5.199 7.093e-06 4.996 6.881e-01
640 7.069e-08 5.422 6.368e-08 5.591 1.263e-07 5.812 2.696e+00
1280 1.593e-09 5.472 1.311e-09 5.602 1.784e-09 6.146 1.083e+01
2560 3.863e-11 5.366 3.349e-11 5.291 5.380e-11 5.051 4.231e+01
5120 1.751e-12 4.464 1.717e-12 4.286 2.825e-12 4.251 1.708e+02

Average order 5.056 5.017 4.970

WENO7–SSPRK4

80 2.955e-04 − 3.232e-04 − 5.900e-04 − 1.434e-01
160 1.504e-06 7.618 1.458e-06 7.793 2.870e-06 7.684 5.045e-01
320 4.519e-08 5.057 3.597e-08 5.341 7.067e-08 5.344 1.901e+00
640 2.654e-09 4.090 2.081e-09 4.111 2.245e-09 4.976 7.595e+00
1280 1.646e-10 4.011 1.298e-10 4.003 1.403e-10 4.001 3.031e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.191e-12 3.986 8.932e-12 3.973 1.195e+02

Average order 4.953 5.047 5.195

WENO9–SSPRK4

40 1.194e-03 − 1.296e-03 − 2.610e-03 − 6.404e-02
80 1.125e-05 6.730 9.001e-06 7.170 1.113e-05 7.873 2.560e-01
160 6.710e-07 4.067 5.291e-07 4.088 5.723e-07 4.282 9.408e-01
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.999 3.665e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 1.453e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 5.770e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.192e-12 3.985 8.969e-12 3.967 2.308e+02

Average order 4.463 4.540 4.686

WENO11–SSPRK4

40 2.453e-04 − 2.241e-04 − 3.771e-04 − 1.223e-01
80 1.065e-05 4.526 8.370e-06 4.743 9.035e-06 5.383 4.120e-01
160 6.710e-07 3.988 5.292e-07 3.983 5.720e-07 3.982 1.563e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 6.105e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 2.454e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 9.631e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.192e-12 3.985 8.988e-12 3.964 3.865e+02

Average order 4.082 4.118 4.220

WENO13–SSPRK4

40 1.672e-04 − 1.324e-04 − 1.390e-04 − 1.771e-01
80 1.061e-05 3.978 8.362e-06 3.985 9.040e-06 3.943 6.081e-01
160 6.709e-07 3.983 5.292e-07 3.982 5.720e-07 3.982 2.410e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 9.365e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 3.724e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 1.483e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.986 8.194e-12 3.985 8.972e-12 3.967 5.891e+02

Average order 3.990 3.991 3.981
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Table 5: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK3
with reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK3

80 2.374e-03 − 1.983e-03 − 2.694e-03 − 4.891e-01
160 1.089e-04 4.446 1.128e-04 4.136 2.265e-04 3.572 2.833e+00
320 3.030e-06 5.168 3.069e-06 5.200 7.108e-06 4.994 1.743e+01
640 7.061e-08 5.423 6.364e-08 5.592 1.253e-07 5.826 1.119e+02
1280 1.586e-09 5.476 1.304e-09 5.608 1.748e-09 6.163 6.962e+02
2560 5.759e-11 4.783 5.309e-11 4.619 7.983e-11 4.453 4.435e+03

Average order 5.059 5.031 5.002

WENO7–mSSPRK3

80 2.952e-04 − 3.212e-04 − 5.720e-04 − 2.245e+01
160 1.161e-06 7.991 1.364e-06 7.880 2.579e-06 7.793 2.193e+02
320 7.944e-09 7.191 1.404e-08 6.602 6.886e-08 5.227 2.190e+03
640 1.688e-10 5.557 1.870e-10 6.231 9.890e-10 6.122 2.227e+04
1280 5.204e-10 -1.625 4.570e-10 -1.289 5.685e-10 0.799 2.221e+05

Average order 4.778 4.856 4.985

WENO9–mSSPRK3

40 1.199e-03 − 1.327e-03 − 2.689e-03 − 4.974e+01
80 2.803e-06 8.741 3.460e-06 8.584 8.920e-06 8.236 7.636e+02
160 3.931e-09 9.478 4.462e-09 9.599 1.133e-08 9.620 1.177e+04
320 2.133e-09 0.882 1.870e-09 1.255 2.177e-09 2.380 1.876e+05

Average order 6.367 6.479 6.745

WENO11–mSSPRK3

40 1.541e-04 − 1.715e-04 − 3.206e-04 − 8.898e+02
80 2.495e-07 9.271 3.443e-07 8.960 8.404e-07 8.575 2.202e+04
160 9.434e-11 11.369 9.396e-11 11.839 2.044e-10 12.005 5.480e+05

Average order 10.320 10.400 10.290

WENO13–mSSPRK3

40 1.524e-05 − 1.616e-05 − 2.976e-05 − 1.506e+04
80 4.970e-09 11.582 7.131e-09 11.146 1.850e-08 10.651 5.897e+05

Average order 11.582 11.146 10.651
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Table 6: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK4
with reconstruction of conserved variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK4

80 2.374e-03 − 1.983e-03 − 2.694e-03 − 1.492e-01
160 1.089e-04 4.446 1.128e-04 4.136 2.265e-04 3.572 6.055e-01
320 3.030e-06 5.168 3.069e-06 5.200 7.108e-06 4.994 2.755e+00
640 7.061e-08 5.423 6.364e-08 5.592 1.253e-07 5.826 1.327e+01
1280 1.586e-09 5.477 1.304e-09 5.609 1.747e-09 6.164 6.203e+01
2560 3.752e-11 5.401 3.246e-11 5.328 5.005e-11 5.126 2.884e+02

Average order 5.183 5.173 5.136

WENO7–mSSPRK4

80 2.952e-04 − 3.212e-04 − 5.720e-04 − 3.127e+00
160 1.161e-06 7.991 1.364e-06 7.880 2.579e-06 7.793 2.020e+01
320 7.944e-09 7.191 1.404e-08 6.602 6.886e-08 5.227 1.335e+02
640 5.891e-11 7.075 1.494e-10 6.554 9.913e-10 6.118 8.904e+02
1280 7.213e-11 -0.292 6.331e-11 1.239 7.364e-11 3.751 5.951e+03

Average order 5.491 5.569 5.722

WENO9–mSSPRK4

40 1.199e-03 − 1.327e-03 − 2.689e-03 − 5.462e+00
80 2.803e-06 8.741 3.460e-06 8.584 8.920e-06 8.236 5.042e+01
160 3.932e-09 9.477 4.462e-09 9.599 1.133e-08 9.620 4.674e+02
320 1.077e-11 8.512 1.045e-11 8.738 2.539e-11 8.802 4.419e+03
640 9.544e-11 -3.148 8.379e-11 -3.003 9.762e-11 -1.943 4.158e+04

Average order 5.896 5.979 6.179

WENO11–mSSPRK4

40 1.541e-04 − 1.715e-04 − 3.206e-04 − 5.478e+01
80 2.495e-07 9.271 3.443e-07 8.960 8.404e-07 8.575 7.163e+02
160 6.065e-11 12.006 8.432e-11 11.996 2.035e-10 12.012 9.449e+03
320 2.780e-10 -2.196 2.440e-10 -1.533 2.839e-10 -0.480 1.261e+05

Average order 6.360 6.474 6.702

WENO13–mSSPRK4

40 1.524e-05 − 1.616e-05 − 2.976e-05 − 5.048e+02
80 4.956e-09 11.586 7.130e-09 11.146 1.850e-08 10.651 9.436e+03
160 9.056e-11 5.774 7.925e-11 6.491 9.346e-11 7.629 1.752e+05

Average order 8.680 8.819 9.140
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Table 7: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–DeC with
reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 1.951e-02 − 2.289e-02 − 5.058e-02 − 1.877e-01
320 3.991e-03 2.290 6.208e-03 1.883 1.752e-02 1.529 7.391e-01
640 5.811e-04 2.780 1.149e-03 2.434 4.287e-03 2.031 2.825e+00
1280 4.833e-05 3.588 9.972e-05 3.526 4.956e-04 3.113 1.115e+01
2560 2.972e-06 4.023 4.805e-06 4.375 2.115e-05 4.551 4.423e+01
5120 1.745e-07 4.090 2.172e-07 4.468 6.987e-07 4.920 1.769e+02

Average order 3.354 3.337 3.229

WENO5–DeC5

80 1.611e-03 − 1.398e-03 − 2.450e-03 − 1.479e-01
160 6.270e-05 4.683 6.434e-05 4.442 1.376e-04 4.154 5.520e-01
320 1.693e-06 5.211 1.705e-06 5.238 4.005e-06 5.103 2.097e+00
640 3.965e-08 5.416 3.538e-08 5.591 6.840e-08 5.872 8.129e+00
1280 9.005e-10 5.461 7.417e-10 5.576 1.034e-09 6.047 3.268e+01
2560 2.154e-11 5.386 1.881e-11 5.302 2.969e-11 5.123 1.311e+02

Average order 5.231 5.230 5.260

WENO7–DeC7

80 1.877e-04 − 2.047e-04 − 3.783e-04 − 6.925e-01
160 6.867e-07 8.095 8.383e-07 7.932 1.760e-06 7.748 2.612e+00
320 4.815e-09 7.156 9.015e-09 6.539 4.654e-08 5.241 1.007e+01
640 3.486e-11 7.110 9.231e-11 6.610 6.351e-10 6.195 4.079e+01
1280 1.582e-13 7.784 3.205e-13 8.170 1.993e-12 8.316 1.648e+02

Average order 7.536 7.313 6.875

WENO9–DeC9

40 1.045e-03 − 1.238e-03 − 2.530e-03 − 5.557e-01
80 2.037e-06 9.003 2.555e-06 8.920 6.746e-06 8.551 2.057e+00
160 2.227e-09 9.837 2.578e-09 9.953 6.986e-09 9.915 7.911e+00
320 4.533e-12 8.940 5.351e-12 8.912 1.416e-11 8.946 3.117e+01

Average order 9.260 9.262 9.137

WENO11–DeC11

40 1.182e-04 − 1.263e-04 − 2.442e-04 − 1.318e+00
80 1.803e-07 9.356 2.445e-07 9.013 6.272e-07 8.605 4.943e+00
160 3.588e-11 12.295 4.962e-11 12.266 1.170e-10 12.389 1.931e+01

Average order 10.826 10.640 10.497

WENO13–DeC13

40 1.188e-05 − 1.262e-05 − 2.381e-05 − 2.740e+00
80 3.553e-09 11.707 4.909e-09 11.328 1.330e-08 10.805 1.040e+01
160 9.370e-14 15.211 1.083e-13 15.468 2.633e-13 15.624 4.108e+01

Average order 13.459 13.398 13.215
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Table 8: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3
with reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK3

160 1.952e-02 − 2.290e-02 − 5.059e-02 − 1.271e-01
320 3.992e-03 2.290 6.209e-03 1.883 1.753e-02 1.529 4.364e-01
640 5.811e-04 2.780 1.149e-03 2.434 4.287e-03 2.031 1.636e+00
1280 4.833e-05 3.588 9.972e-05 3.526 4.956e-04 3.113 6.422e+00
2560 2.972e-06 4.023 4.805e-06 4.375 2.115e-05 4.551 2.570e+01
5120 1.745e-07 4.090 2.172e-07 4.468 6.987e-07 4.920 1.027e+02

Average order 3.354 3.337 3.229

WENO5–SSPRK3

80 1.807e-03 − 1.444e-03 − 1.984e-03 − 6.485e-02
160 1.214e-04 3.896 9.578e-05 3.915 1.117e-04 4.151 1.430e-01
320 1.128e-05 3.428 9.303e-06 3.364 1.169e-05 3.257 4.954e-01
640 1.416e-06 2.994 1.138e-06 3.031 1.391e-06 3.071 1.912e+00
1280 1.775e-07 2.996 1.416e-07 3.007 1.715e-07 3.020 7.510e+00
2560 2.218e-08 3.000 1.768e-08 3.002 2.143e-08 3.001 2.968e+01
5120 2.771e-09 3.001 2.208e-09 3.001 2.678e-09 3.000 1.202e+02

Average order 3.219 3.220 3.250

WENO7–SSPRK3

80 6.909e-04 − 5.761e-04 − 7.338e-04 − 8.237e-02
160 9.025e-05 2.936 7.196e-05 3.001 8.839e-05 3.053 3.122e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.096e-05 3.011 1.243e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 3.000 4.830e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 1.960e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 7.757e+01
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 3.109e+02

Average order 2.988 2.999 3.011

WENO9–SSPRK3

40 5.160e-03 − 4.273e-03 − 5.381e-03 − 7.035e-02
80 7.153e-04 2.851 5.682e-04 2.911 6.894e-04 2.964 1.502e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.987 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 5.918e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 2.305e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 9.103e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 3.615e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 1.441e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 5.775e+02

Average order 2.976 2.983 2.991

WENO11–SSPRK3

40 5.536e-03 − 4.425e-03 − 5.368e-03 − 9.204e-02
80 7.153e-04 2.952 5.683e-04 2.961 6.895e-04 2.961 2.664e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 9.945e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 3.857e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.532e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 6.086e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 2.429e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 9.709e+02

Average order 2.990 2.991 2.991

WENO13–SSPRK3

40 5.510e-03 − 4.403e-03 − 5.356e-03 − 1.144e-01
80 7.153e-04 2.945 5.683e-04 2.954 6.894e-04 2.958 3.851e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.463e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 5.735e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 2.270e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 9.066e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 3.596e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.439e+03

Average order 2.989 2.990 2.990
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Table 9: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK4
with reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK4

160 1.972e-02 − 2.312e-02 − 5.091e-02 − 1.955e-01
320 4.028e-03 2.292 6.258e-03 1.885 1.761e-02 1.531 6.942e-01
640 5.861e-04 2.781 1.157e-03 2.435 4.306e-03 2.032 2.710e+00
1280 4.848e-05 3.595 1.000e-04 3.532 4.972e-04 3.114 1.066e+01
2560 2.977e-06 4.026 4.804e-06 4.380 2.113e-05 4.556 4.271e+01
5120 1.742e-07 4.095 2.166e-07 4.471 6.960e-07 4.924 1.698e+02

Average order 3.358 3.341 3.232

WENO5–SSPRK4

80 1.610e-03 − 1.395e-03 − 2.425e-03 − 5.615e-02
160 6.268e-05 4.683 6.426e-05 4.440 1.373e-04 4.142 2.032e-01
320 1.695e-06 5.209 1.705e-06 5.236 3.980e-06 5.109 7.836e-01
640 3.977e-08 5.414 3.545e-08 5.588 6.985e-08 5.832 3.116e+00
1280 9.122e-10 5.446 7.540e-10 5.555 1.071e-09 6.027 1.223e+01
2560 2.351e-11 5.278 2.050e-11 5.201 3.333e-11 5.006 4.902e+01
5120 1.602e-12 3.875 1.502e-12 3.771 2.153e-12 3.952 1.993e+02

Average order 4.984 4.965 5.011

WENO7–SSPRK4

80 1.887e-04 − 2.061e-04 − 3.942e-04 − 1.525e-01
160 1.099e-06 7.423 9.860e-07 7.708 1.867e-06 7.722 5.378e-01
320 4.374e-08 4.652 3.433e-08 4.844 4.839e-08 5.270 2.072e+00
640 2.646e-09 4.047 2.078e-09 4.046 2.245e-09 4.430 8.223e+00
1280 1.646e-10 4.007 1.298e-10 4.001 1.403e-10 4.000 3.227e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.192e-12 3.985 8.953e-12 3.970 1.295e+02

Average order 4.823 4.917 5.078

WENO9–SSPRK4

40 1.062e-03 − 1.218e-03 − 2.475e-03 − 9.760e-02
80 1.096e-05 6.598 8.704e-06 7.128 1.019e-05 7.924 2.636e-01
160 6.710e-07 4.030 5.292e-07 4.040 5.722e-07 4.154 9.722e-01
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.999 3.838e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 1.511e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.297e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 6.009e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.191e-12 3.986 8.961e-12 3.968 2.409e+02

Average order 4.435 4.525 4.673

WENO11–SSPRK4

40 2.058e-04 − 1.895e-04 − 3.011e-04 − 1.231e-01
80 1.063e-05 4.274 8.366e-06 4.501 9.039e-06 5.058 4.052e-01
160 6.710e-07 3.986 5.292e-07 3.983 5.720e-07 3.982 1.599e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 6.259e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 2.485e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.297e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 3.999 9.919e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.193e-12 3.985 8.964e-12 3.968 3.962e+02

Average order 4.040 4.077 4.167

WENO13–SSPRK4

40 1.662e-04 − 1.321e-04 − 1.389e-04 − 1.652e-01
80 1.061e-05 3.970 8.362e-06 3.982 9.040e-06 3.942 6.291e-01
160 6.709e-07 3.983 5.292e-07 3.982 5.720e-07 3.982 2.427e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 9.498e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 3.774e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 3.999 1.509e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.193e-12 3.985 8.963e-12 3.968 6.004e+02

Average order 3.989 3.990 3.981
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Table 10: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK3
with reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK3

80 1.611e-03 − 1.398e-03 − 2.449e-03 − 5.833e-01
160 6.270e-05 4.683 6.432e-05 4.442 1.375e-04 4.155 3.346e+00
320 1.693e-06 5.211 1.705e-06 5.238 4.004e-06 5.102 2.047e+01
640 3.967e-08 5.416 3.538e-08 5.591 6.839e-08 5.872 1.297e+02
1280 9.009e-10 5.460 7.421e-10 5.575 1.036e-09 6.045 8.089e+02
2560 5.411e-11 4.057 4.835e-11 3.940 6.869e-11 3.915 5.228e+03

Average order 4.965 4.957 5.018

WENO7–mSSPRK3

80 1.877e-04 − 2.047e-04 − 3.783e-04 − 2.409e+01
160 6.867e-07 8.095 8.383e-07 7.932 1.760e-06 7.748 2.341e+02
320 4.815e-09 7.156 9.015e-09 6.539 4.654e-08 5.241 2.340e+03
640 1.512e-10 4.993 1.459e-10 5.949 6.332e-10 6.200 2.419e+04
1280 5.150e-10 -1.768 4.523e-10 -1.632 5.631e-10 0.169 2.410e+05

Average order 4.619 4.697 4.839

WENO9–mSSPRK3

40 1.045e-03 − 1.238e-03 − 2.530e-03 − 5.048e+01
80 2.037e-06 9.003 2.555e-06 8.921 6.746e-06 8.551 7.823e+02
160 2.227e-09 9.837 2.578e-09 9.953 6.984e-09 9.916 1.226e+04
320 2.133e-09 0.062 1.870e-09 0.463 2.178e-09 1.681 1.956e+05

Average order 6.301 6.446 6.716

WENO11–mSSPRK3

40 1.182e-04 − 1.263e-04 − 2.442e-04 − 9.113e+02
80 1.803e-07 9.356 2.445e-07 9.013 6.272e-07 8.605 2.253e+04
160 7.231e-11 11.284 6.513e-11 11.874 1.180e-10 12.375 5.612e+05

Average order 10.320 10.443 10.490

WENO13–mSSPRK3

40 1.188e-05 − 1.262e-05 − 2.381e-05 − 1.598e+04
80 3.743e-09 11.632 4.924e-09 11.324 1.330e-08 10.805 6.285e+05

Average order 11.632 11.324 10.805
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Table 11: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK4
with reconstruction of conserved variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK4

80 1.611e-03 − 1.398e-03 − 2.449e-03 − 1.780e-01
160 6.270e-05 4.683 6.432e-05 4.442 1.375e-04 4.154 7.184e-01
320 1.693e-06 5.211 1.705e-06 5.238 4.004e-06 5.102 3.161e+00
640 3.966e-08 5.416 3.538e-08 5.591 6.839e-08 5.872 1.516e+01
1280 9.008e-10 5.460 7.419e-10 5.575 1.035e-09 6.046 7.193e+01
2560 2.160e-11 5.382 1.890e-11 5.295 3.034e-11 5.092 3.403e+02

Average order 5.230 5.228 5.253

WENO7–mSSPRK4

80 1.877e-04 − 2.047e-04 − 3.783e-04 − 3.344e+00
160 6.867e-07 8.095 8.383e-07 7.932 1.760e-06 7.748 2.138e+01
320 4.815e-09 7.156 9.015e-09 6.539 4.654e-08 5.241 1.395e+02
640 3.516e-11 7.097 9.234e-11 6.609 6.352e-10 6.195 9.647e+02
1280 7.209e-11 -1.036 6.329e-11 0.545 7.375e-11 3.106 6.573e+03

Average order 5.328 5.406 5.573

WENO9–mSSPRK4

40 1.045e-03 − 1.238e-03 − 2.530e-03 − 5.680e+00
80 2.037e-06 9.003 2.555e-06 8.921 6.746e-06 8.551 5.243e+01
160 2.227e-09 9.837 2.578e-09 9.953 6.986e-09 9.915 4.837e+02
320 7.612e-12 8.193 6.576e-12 8.615 1.430e-11 8.933 4.603e+03
640 9.542e-11 -3.648 8.376e-11 -3.671 9.772e-11 -2.773 4.348e+04

Average order 5.846 5.954 6.157

WENO11–mSSPRK4

40 1.182e-04 − 1.263e-04 − 2.442e-04 − 5.597e+01
80 1.803e-07 9.356 2.445e-07 9.013 6.272e-07 8.605 7.326e+02
160 3.653e-11 12.269 4.965e-11 12.266 1.169e-10 12.389 9.678e+03
320 2.780e-10 -2.928 2.440e-10 -2.297 2.838e-10 -1.279 1.292e+05

Average order 6.232 6.327 6.572

WENO13–mSSPRK4

40 1.188e-05 − 1.262e-05 − 2.381e-05 − 5.157e+02
80 3.553e-09 11.707 4.909e-09 11.328 1.330e-08 10.805 9.545e+03
160 9.056e-11 5.294 7.928e-11 5.952 9.355e-11 7.152 1.779e+05

Average order 8.500 8.640 8.979
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Table 12: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–DeC with
reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 2.948e-02 − 3.206e-02 − 6.613e-02 − 2.782e-01
320 5.847e-03 2.334 8.373e-03 1.937 2.210e-02 1.581 1.058e+00
640 8.023e-04 2.865 1.469e-03 2.511 5.221e-03 2.082 4.164e+00
1280 6.646e-05 3.594 1.273e-04 3.528 6.078e-04 3.103 1.646e+01
2560 4.104e-06 4.017 6.272e-06 4.344 2.696e-05 4.495 6.595e+01
5120 2.422e-07 4.083 2.883e-07 4.443 9.049e-07 4.897 2.605e+02

Average order 3.379 3.352 3.231

WENO5–DeC5

80 2.347e-03 − 1.954e-03 − 2.660e-03 − 2.492e-01
160 1.013e-04 4.534 1.015e-04 4.267 2.013e-04 3.724 8.370e-01
320 2.769e-06 5.193 2.697e-06 5.234 6.033e-06 5.061 3.238e+00
640 6.457e-08 5.422 5.632e-08 5.582 1.048e-07 5.847 1.260e+01
1280 1.463e-09 5.464 1.194e-09 5.559 1.556e-09 6.073 5.014e+01
2560 3.433e-11 5.413 2.979e-11 5.325 4.358e-11 5.158 2.007e+02

Average order 5.205 5.193 5.173

WENO7–DeC7

80 2.800e-04 − 3.045e-04 − 5.314e-04 − 9.543e-01
160 1.042e-06 8.070 1.205e-06 7.981 2.542e-06 7.707 3.284e+00
320 7.211e-09 7.175 1.275e-08 6.563 6.275e-08 5.340 1.275e+01
640 4.890e-11 7.204 1.184e-10 6.751 7.818e-10 6.327 5.070e+01
1280 2.171e-13 7.816 4.164e-13 8.152 2.488e-12 8.296 2.016e+02

Average order 7.566 7.361 6.918

WENO9–DeC9

40 1.179e-03 − 1.305e-03 − 2.662e-03 − 7.478e-01
80 2.492e-06 8.887 2.978e-06 8.776 7.581e-06 8.456 2.726e+00
160 3.731e-09 9.383 4.162e-09 9.483 1.033e-08 9.519 1.001e+01
320 7.362e-12 8.985 8.479e-12 8.939 2.170e-11 8.895 3.913e+01

Average order 9.085 9.066 8.957

WENO11–DeC11

40 1.538e-04 − 1.711e-04 − 3.198e-04 − 1.566e+00
80 2.203e-07 9.447 2.985e-07 9.163 7.164e-07 8.802 5.780e+00
160 5.322e-11 12.015 7.219e-11 12.014 1.723e-10 12.022 2.147e+01

Average order 10.731 10.588 10.412

WENO13–DeC13

40 1.522e-05 − 1.614e-05 − 2.972e-05 − 3.127e+00
80 4.428e-09 11.747 6.300e-09 11.323 1.621e-08 10.840 1.174e+01
160 1.530e-13 14.821 1.736e-13 15.147 4.463e-13 15.149 4.409e+01

Average order 13.284 13.235 12.994
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Table 13: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK3

160 2.950e-02 − 3.207e-02 − 6.617e-02 − 1.656e-01
320 5.848e-03 2.335 8.374e-03 1.937 2.210e-02 1.582 6.286e-01
640 8.023e-04 2.866 1.469e-03 2.511 5.221e-03 2.082 2.443e+00
1280 6.646e-05 3.594 1.273e-04 3.528 6.078e-04 3.103 9.607e+00
2560 4.104e-06 4.017 6.272e-06 4.344 2.696e-05 4.495 3.831e+01
5120 2.422e-07 4.083 2.883e-07 4.443 9.049e-07 4.897 1.528e+02

Average order 3.379 3.353 3.232

WENO5–SSPRK3

80 2.481e-03 − 1.967e-03 − 2.350e-03 − 5.885e-02
160 1.545e-04 4.005 1.228e-04 4.002 1.516e-04 3.954 1.914e-01
320 1.164e-05 3.730 9.647e-06 3.670 1.222e-05 3.634 7.484e-01
640 1.418e-06 3.038 1.146e-06 3.074 1.404e-06 3.121 2.917e+00
1280 1.777e-07 2.996 1.419e-07 3.014 1.716e-07 3.032 1.147e+01
2560 2.219e-08 3.002 1.769e-08 3.004 2.143e-08 3.002 4.560e+01
5120 2.771e-09 3.001 2.209e-09 3.001 2.678e-09 3.000 1.834e+02

Average order 3.295 3.294 3.291

WENO7–SSPRK3

80 7.268e-04 − 6.008e-04 − 7.639e-04 − 1.280e-01
160 9.027e-05 3.009 7.195e-05 3.062 8.918e-05 3.099 4.056e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.098e-05 3.022 1.523e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 3.002 6.025e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 2.392e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 9.612e+01
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 3.812e+02

Average order 3.000 3.009 3.020

WENO9–SSPRK3

40 5.071e-03 − 4.276e-03 − 5.415e-03 − 8.795e-02
80 7.153e-04 2.826 5.682e-04 2.912 6.894e-04 2.974 2.017e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.987 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.981 6.798e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 2.636e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.035e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 4.143e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 1.651e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 6.626e+02

Average order 2.972 2.984 2.993

WENO11–SSPRK3

40 5.555e-03 − 4.442e-03 − 5.376e-03 − 1.163e-01
80 7.152e-04 2.957 5.683e-04 2.966 6.895e-04 2.963 3.367e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.213e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 4.712e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.871e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 7.426e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 2.968e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.186e+03

Average order 2.991 2.991 2.991

WENO13–SSPRK3

40 5.509e-03 − 4.403e-03 − 5.355e-03 − 1.454e-01
80 7.153e-04 2.945 5.683e-04 2.954 6.894e-04 2.957 4.334e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.568e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 6.128e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 2.427e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 9.699e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 3.873e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.548e+03

Average order 2.989 2.990 2.990
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Table 14: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK4
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK4

160 2.964e-02 − 3.222e-02 − 6.636e-02 − 2.850e-01
320 5.876e-03 2.335 8.412e-03 1.937 2.217e-02 1.582 1.030e+00
640 8.062e-04 2.866 1.475e-03 2.511 5.237e-03 2.082 4.008e+00
1280 6.661e-05 3.597 1.276e-04 3.532 6.092e-04 3.104 1.593e+01
2560 4.108e-06 4.019 6.270e-06 4.347 2.694e-05 4.499 6.344e+01
5120 2.418e-07 4.086 2.876e-07 4.446 9.022e-07 4.900 2.531e+02

Average order 3.381 3.355 3.233

WENO5–SSPRK4

80 2.347e-03 − 1.952e-03 − 2.640e-03 − 9.795e-02
160 1.013e-04 4.534 1.014e-04 4.267 2.012e-04 3.713 3.596e-01
320 2.771e-06 5.192 2.697e-06 5.233 6.049e-06 5.056 1.342e+00
640 6.464e-08 5.422 5.637e-08 5.580 1.063e-07 5.831 5.309e+00
1280 1.470e-09 5.458 1.202e-09 5.551 1.599e-09 6.054 2.105e+01
2560 3.560e-11 5.368 3.092e-11 5.281 4.780e-11 5.064 8.390e+01
5120 1.708e-12 4.381 1.658e-12 4.222 2.599e-12 4.201 3.356e+02

Average order 5.059 5.022 4.987

WENO7–SSPRK4

80 2.803e-04 − 3.062e-04 − 5.426e-04 − 2.058e-01
160 1.387e-06 7.659 1.312e-06 7.867 2.601e-06 7.705 6.768e-01
320 4.480e-08 4.952 3.549e-08 5.208 6.462e-08 5.331 2.585e+00
640 2.649e-09 4.080 2.079e-09 4.094 2.245e-09 4.847 1.024e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.009 1.298e-10 4.002 1.403e-10 4.000 4.037e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.192e-12 3.985 8.953e-12 3.970 1.622e+02

Average order 4.937 5.031 5.171

WENO9–SSPRK4

40 1.168e-03 − 1.267e-03 − 2.570e-03 − 1.111e-01
80 1.102e-05 6.727 8.835e-06 7.164 1.039e-05 7.951 3.059e-01
160 6.710e-07 4.038 5.291e-07 4.061 5.723e-07 4.182 1.129e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.999 4.322e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 1.737e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.297e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 6.862e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.193e-12 3.985 8.975e-12 3.966 2.757e+02

Average order 4.458 4.534 4.682

WENO11–SSPRK4

40 2.450e-04 − 2.238e-04 − 3.764e-04 − 1.325e-01
80 1.063e-05 4.526 8.368e-06 4.741 9.035e-06 5.380 5.060e-01
160 6.710e-07 3.986 5.292e-07 3.983 5.720e-07 3.981 1.824e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 7.174e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 2.857e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 1.135e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.986 8.194e-12 3.985 8.992e-12 3.963 4.535e+02

Average order 4.082 4.117 4.220

WENO13–SSPRK4

40 1.672e-04 − 1.324e-04 − 1.390e-04 − 2.070e-01
80 1.061e-05 3.978 8.362e-06 3.985 9.040e-06 3.943 7.065e-01
160 6.709e-07 3.983 5.292e-07 3.982 5.720e-07 3.982 2.610e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 1.016e+01
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 4.058e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 1.613e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.986 8.194e-12 3.985 8.970e-12 3.967 6.438e+02

Average order 3.990 3.991 3.981
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Table 15: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK3
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK3

80 2.346e-03 − 1.953e-03 − 2.660e-03 − 9.926e-01
160 1.013e-04 4.534 1.015e-04 4.267 2.013e-04 3.724 5.194e+00
320 2.769e-06 5.193 2.697e-06 5.234 6.032e-06 5.060 3.183e+01
640 6.458e-08 5.422 5.632e-08 5.581 1.048e-07 5.847 2.001e+02
1280 1.463e-09 5.464 1.195e-09 5.559 1.558e-09 6.071 1.283e+03
2560 5.568e-11 4.716 5.147e-11 4.537 7.802e-11 4.320 8.023e+03

Average order 5.066 5.036 5.005

WENO7–mSSPRK3

80 2.800e-04 − 3.045e-04 − 5.314e-04 − 4.445e+01
160 1.042e-06 8.070 1.205e-06 7.981 2.542e-06 7.707 4.106e+02
320 7.211e-09 7.175 1.275e-08 6.563 6.275e-08 5.340 4.052e+03
640 1.593e-10 5.500 1.633e-10 6.286 7.795e-10 6.331 4.081e+04
1280 5.204e-10 -1.708 4.570e-10 -1.484 5.688e-10 0.455 4.102e+05

Average order 4.759 4.836 4.958

WENO9–mSSPRK3

40 1.180e-03 − 1.305e-03 − 2.663e-03 − 6.435e+01
80 2.492e-06 8.887 2.978e-06 8.776 7.581e-06 8.456 9.840e+02
160 3.731e-09 9.383 4.162e-09 9.483 1.033e-08 9.519 1.423e+04
320 2.133e-09 0.807 1.870e-09 1.154 2.177e-09 2.247 2.237e+05

Average order 6.359 6.471 6.741

WENO11–mSSPRK3

40 1.538e-04 − 1.711e-04 − 3.198e-04 − 1.090e+03
80 2.203e-07 9.447 2.985e-07 9.163 7.164e-07 8.802 2.641e+04
160 8.715e-11 11.304 8.311e-11 11.810 1.729e-10 12.017 6.219e+05

Average order 10.376 10.486 10.409

WENO13–mSSPRK3

40 1.522e-05 − 1.614e-05 − 2.972e-05 − 1.748e+04
80 4.495e-09 11.725 6.304e-09 11.322 1.621e-08 10.840 6.768e+05

Average order 11.725 11.322 10.840
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Table 16: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK4
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and Rusanov

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK4

80 2.346e-03 − 1.953e-03 − 2.660e-03 − 2.882e-01
160 1.013e-04 4.534 1.015e-04 4.267 2.013e-04 3.724 1.094e+00
320 2.769e-06 5.193 2.697e-06 5.234 6.032e-06 5.060 5.004e+00
640 6.458e-08 5.422 5.632e-08 5.582 1.048e-07 5.847 2.385e+01
1280 1.463e-09 5.464 1.195e-09 5.559 1.557e-09 6.072 1.113e+02
2560 3.435e-11 5.412 2.981e-11 5.325 4.364e-11 5.157 5.244e+02

Average order 5.205 5.193 5.172

WENO7–mSSPRK4

80 2.800e-04 − 3.045e-04 − 5.314e-04 − 4.556e+00
160 1.042e-06 8.070 1.205e-06 7.981 2.542e-06 7.707 2.687e+01
320 7.211e-09 7.175 1.275e-08 6.563 6.275e-08 5.340 1.778e+02
640 4.909e-11 7.199 1.184e-10 6.750 7.819e-10 6.326 1.188e+03
1280 7.217e-11 -0.556 6.335e-11 0.903 7.373e-11 3.407 8.022e+03

Average order 5.472 5.549 5.695

WENO9–mSSPRK4

40 1.180e-03 − 1.305e-03 − 2.663e-03 − 7.248e+00
80 2.492e-06 8.887 2.978e-06 8.776 7.581e-06 8.456 6.555e+01
160 3.731e-09 9.383 4.162e-09 9.483 1.033e-08 9.519 5.680e+02
320 9.923e-12 8.555 9.305e-12 8.805 2.182e-11 8.887 5.320e+03
640 9.540e-11 -3.265 8.376e-11 -3.170 9.764e-11 -2.162 4.969e+04

Average order 5.890 5.973 6.175

WENO11–mSSPRK4

40 1.538e-04 − 1.711e-04 − 3.198e-04 − 7.422e+01
80 2.203e-07 9.447 2.985e-07 9.163 7.164e-07 8.802 9.610e+02
160 5.358e-11 12.006 7.225e-11 12.012 1.723e-10 12.021 1.218e+04
320 2.780e-10 -2.375 2.440e-10 -1.756 2.838e-10 -0.720 1.417e+05

Average order 6.359 6.473 6.701

WENO13–mSSPRK4

40 1.522e-05 − 1.614e-05 − 2.972e-05 − 6.302e+02
80 4.428e-09 11.747 6.300e-09 11.323 1.621e-08 10.840 1.160e+04
160 9.054e-11 5.612 7.925e-11 6.313 9.342e-11 7.439 2.096e+05

Average order 8.679 8.818 9.140
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Table 17: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–DeC with
reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–DeC3

160 1.908e-02 − 2.233e-02 − 4.937e-02 − 3.234e-01
320 3.706e-03 2.364 5.755e-03 1.957 1.641e-02 1.590 1.191e+00
640 4.969e-04 2.899 9.711e-04 2.567 3.729e-03 2.137 4.711e+00
1280 3.881e-05 3.678 7.751e-05 3.647 3.909e-04 3.254 1.884e+01
2560 2.391e-06 4.021 3.723e-06 4.380 1.611e-05 4.601 7.455e+01
5120 1.407e-07 4.087 1.706e-07 4.448 5.387e-07 4.902 2.979e+02

Average order 3.410 3.400 3.297

WENO5–DeC5

80 1.586e-03 − 1.371e-03 − 2.391e-03 − 2.742e-01
160 5.795e-05 4.775 5.782e-05 4.567 1.214e-04 4.299 9.700e-01
320 1.545e-06 5.230 1.500e-06 5.268 3.435e-06 5.144 3.577e+00
640 3.636e-08 5.409 3.144e-08 5.576 5.727e-08 5.906 1.417e+01
1280 8.323e-10 5.449 6.821e-10 5.527 9.233e-10 5.955 5.653e+01
2560 1.972e-11 5.399 1.727e-11 5.304 2.579e-11 5.162 2.259e+02

Average order 5.252 5.249 5.293

WENO7–DeC7

80 1.751e-04 − 1.919e-04 − 3.411e-04 − 1.005e+00
160 6.198e-07 8.142 7.444e-07 8.010 1.736e-06 7.618 3.485e+00
320 4.359e-09 7.152 8.156e-09 6.512 4.220e-08 5.362 1.341e+01
640 2.897e-11 7.233 7.285e-11 6.807 4.985e-10 6.404 5.376e+01
1280 1.333e-13 7.763 2.501e-13 8.186 1.541e-12 8.338 2.138e+02

Average order 7.573 7.379 6.931

WENO9–DeC9

40 1.026e-03 − 1.215e-03 − 2.504e-03 − 7.076e-01
80 1.816e-06 9.142 2.216e-06 9.099 5.786e-06 8.758 2.603e+00
160 2.123e-09 9.740 2.394e-09 9.854 6.370e-09 9.827 9.466e+00
320 4.087e-12 9.021 4.668e-12 9.002 1.212e-11 9.038 3.700e+01

Average order 9.301 9.318 9.207

WENO11–DeC11

40 1.179e-04 − 1.260e-04 − 2.437e-04 − 1.584e+00
80 1.584e-07 9.540 2.122e-07 9.214 5.373e-07 8.825 5.877e+00
160 3.167e-11 12.289 4.248e-11 12.286 9.911e-11 12.404 2.206e+01

Average order 10.914 10.750 10.615

WENO13–DeC13

40 1.186e-05 − 1.261e-05 − 2.377e-05 − 3.310e+00
80 3.170e-09 11.870 4.343e-09 11.503 1.169e-08 10.990 1.238e+01
160 8.733e-14 15.148 1.000e-13 15.406 2.580e-13 15.467 4.663e+01

Average order 13.509 13.454 13.229
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Table 18: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK3
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK3

160 1.910e-02 − 2.235e-02 − 4.940e-02 − 1.870e-01
320 3.707e-03 2.365 5.756e-03 1.957 1.641e-02 1.590 6.984e-01
640 4.969e-04 2.899 9.711e-04 2.567 3.729e-03 2.137 2.778e+00
1280 3.881e-05 3.678 7.751e-05 3.647 3.909e-04 3.254 1.097e+01
2560 2.391e-06 4.021 3.723e-06 4.380 1.611e-05 4.601 4.376e+01
5120 1.407e-07 4.087 1.706e-07 4.448 5.387e-07 4.902 1.748e+02

Average order 3.410 3.400 3.297

WENO5–SSPRK3

80 1.783e-03 − 1.424e-03 − 1.922e-03 − 8.614e-02
160 1.174e-04 3.925 9.299e-05 3.937 1.114e-04 4.109 2.295e-01
320 1.130e-05 3.378 9.304e-06 3.321 1.166e-05 3.257 8.505e-01
640 1.419e-06 2.994 1.139e-06 3.030 1.388e-06 3.071 3.346e+00
1280 1.775e-07 2.998 1.416e-07 3.008 1.715e-07 3.017 1.311e+01
2560 2.218e-08 3.001 1.768e-08 3.002 2.143e-08 3.001 5.212e+01
5120 2.771e-09 3.001 2.208e-09 3.001 2.678e-09 3.000 2.072e+02

Average order 3.216 3.216 3.242

WENO7–SSPRK3

80 6.945e-04 − 5.752e-04 − 7.321e-04 − 1.356e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.944 7.196e-05 2.999 8.838e-05 3.050 4.297e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.096e-05 3.011 1.625e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 3.000 6.381e+00
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 2.544e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 1.012e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 4.057e+02

Average order 2.989 2.999 3.010

WENO9–SSPRK3

40 5.164e-03 − 4.277e-03 − 5.381e-03 − 9.015e-02
80 7.153e-04 2.852 5.682e-04 2.912 6.894e-04 2.964 1.910e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.987 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 7.141e-01
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 2.719e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.072e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 4.281e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 1.705e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 6.839e+02

Average order 2.976 2.984 2.991

WENO11–SSPRK3

40 5.536e-03 − 4.425e-03 − 5.368e-03 − 1.063e-01
80 7.153e-04 2.952 5.683e-04 2.961 6.895e-04 2.961 3.066e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.093e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 4.235e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 1.681e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 6.675e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 2.660e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.066e+03

Average order 2.990 2.991 2.991

WENO13–SSPRK3

40 5.510e-03 − 4.403e-03 − 5.356e-03 − 1.578e-01
80 7.153e-04 2.945 5.683e-04 2.954 6.894e-04 2.958 4.378e-01
160 9.025e-05 2.986 7.197e-05 2.981 8.728e-05 2.982 1.603e+00
320 1.131e-05 2.996 9.016e-06 2.997 1.093e-05 2.997 6.248e+00
640 1.417e-06 2.997 1.130e-06 2.997 1.370e-06 2.997 2.487e+01
1280 1.772e-07 2.999 1.412e-07 3.000 1.713e-07 3.000 9.856e+01
2560 2.216e-08 2.999 1.766e-08 2.999 2.142e-08 2.999 3.949e+02
5120 2.770e-09 3.000 2.208e-09 3.000 2.678e-09 3.000 1.571e+03

Average order 2.989 2.990 2.990
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Table 19: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–SSPRK4
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO3–SSPRK4

160 1.928e-02 − 2.255e-02 − 4.968e-02 − 3.183e-01
320 3.741e-03 2.366 5.803e-03 1.958 1.649e-02 1.591 1.151e+00
640 5.012e-04 2.900 9.786e-04 2.568 3.748e-03 2.137 4.606e+00
1280 3.893e-05 3.686 7.770e-05 3.655 3.923e-04 3.256 1.819e+01
2560 2.394e-06 4.023 3.720e-06 4.384 1.609e-05 4.607 7.260e+01
5120 1.402e-07 4.094 1.698e-07 4.453 5.361e-07 4.908 2.899e+02

Average order 3.414 3.404 3.300

WENO5–SSPRK4

80 1.586e-03 − 1.368e-03 − 2.367e-03 − 1.049e-01
160 5.794e-05 4.774 5.775e-05 4.566 1.211e-04 4.289 3.506e-01
320 1.547e-06 5.227 1.501e-06 5.266 3.409e-06 5.151 1.355e+00
640 3.647e-08 5.406 3.153e-08 5.573 5.866e-08 5.861 5.478e+00
1280 8.449e-10 5.432 6.956e-10 5.502 9.672e-10 5.922 2.129e+01
2560 2.200e-11 5.263 1.911e-11 5.186 3.003e-11 5.009 8.501e+01
5120 1.606e-12 3.776 1.489e-12 3.682 2.118e-12 3.826 3.383e+02

Average order 4.980 4.962 5.010

WENO7–SSPRK4

80 1.761e-04 − 1.930e-04 − 3.555e-04 − 1.948e-01
160 1.032e-06 7.415 9.090e-07 7.730 1.796e-06 7.629 7.009e-01
320 4.354e-08 4.567 3.411e-08 4.736 4.411e-08 5.347 2.694e+00
640 2.643e-09 4.042 2.077e-09 4.038 2.245e-09 4.297 1.061e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.005 1.298e-10 4.001 1.403e-10 4.000 4.210e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.191e-12 3.985 8.952e-12 3.970 1.686e+02

Average order 4.803 4.898 5.049

WENO9–SSPRK4

40 1.037e-03 − 1.187e-03 − 2.435e-03 − 1.108e-01
80 1.084e-05 6.579 8.618e-06 7.106 9.926e-06 7.939 3.302e-01
160 6.710e-07 4.014 5.292e-07 4.026 5.722e-07 4.117 1.169e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.999 4.500e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 1.787e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.297e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 7.127e+01
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.191e-12 3.986 8.970e-12 3.967 2.846e+02

Average order 4.429 4.519 4.669

WENO11–SSPRK4

40 2.056e-04 − 1.892e-04 − 3.006e-04 − 1.305e-01
80 1.063e-05 4.273 8.365e-06 4.500 9.039e-06 5.055 4.984e-01
160 6.710e-07 3.986 5.292e-07 3.983 5.720e-07 3.982 1.815e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 7.094e+00
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 2.804e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 1.118e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.987 8.192e-12 3.985 8.988e-12 3.964 4.445e+02

Average order 4.040 4.077 4.166

WENO13–SSPRK4

40 1.662e-04 − 1.321e-04 − 1.389e-04 − 2.129e-01
80 1.061e-05 3.970 8.362e-06 3.982 9.040e-06 3.942 6.993e-01
160 6.709e-07 3.983 5.292e-07 3.982 5.720e-07 3.982 2.649e+00
320 4.201e-08 3.997 3.312e-08 3.998 3.580e-08 3.998 1.034e+01
640 2.632e-09 3.996 2.076e-09 3.996 2.244e-09 3.996 4.113e+01
1280 1.646e-10 4.000 1.298e-10 4.000 1.403e-10 4.000 1.642e+02
2560 1.038e-11 3.986 8.195e-12 3.985 8.967e-12 3.967 6.551e+02

Average order 3.989 3.990 3.981
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Table 20: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK3
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK3

80 1.586e-03 − 1.370e-03 − 2.389e-03 − 1.096e+00
160 5.795e-05 4.775 5.780e-05 4.567 1.213e-04 4.300 5.863e+00
320 1.545e-06 5.229 1.500e-06 5.268 3.434e-06 5.143 3.595e+01
640 3.637e-08 5.408 3.145e-08 5.576 5.726e-08 5.906 2.258e+02
1280 8.327e-10 5.449 6.825e-10 5.526 9.229e-10 5.955 1.432e+03
2560 5.307e-11 3.972 4.765e-11 3.840 6.771e-11 3.769 9.066e+03

Average order 4.967 4.955 5.015

WENO7–mSSPRK3

80 1.751e-04 − 1.919e-04 − 3.411e-04 − 3.518e+01
160 6.198e-07 8.142 7.444e-07 8.010 1.736e-06 7.618 3.128e+02
320 4.359e-09 7.152 8.156e-09 6.512 4.220e-08 5.362 3.104e+03
640 1.457e-10 4.903 1.344e-10 5.923 4.963e-10 6.410 3.107e+04
1280 5.150e-10 -1.822 4.523e-10 -1.750 5.633e-10 -0.183 3.145e+05

Average order 4.594 4.674 4.802

WENO9–mSSPRK3

40 1.026e-03 − 1.215e-03 − 2.505e-03 − 6.551e+01
80 1.816e-06 9.142 2.216e-06 9.099 5.786e-06 8.758 1.002e+03
160 2.124e-09 9.740 2.395e-09 9.854 6.371e-09 9.827 1.465e+04
320 2.133e-09 -0.006 1.870e-09 0.357 2.178e-09 1.548 2.311e+05

Average order 6.292 6.437 6.711

WENO11–mSSPRK3

40 1.179e-04 − 1.260e-04 − 2.437e-04 − 1.103e+03
80 1.584e-07 9.540 2.122e-07 9.214 5.373e-07 8.825 2.693e+04
160 6.819e-11 11.182 5.991e-11 11.790 1.042e-10 12.332 6.406e+05

Average order 10.361 10.502 10.579

WENO13–mSSPRK3

40 1.186e-05 − 1.261e-05 − 2.377e-05 − 1.764e+04
80 3.372e-09 11.780 4.360e-09 11.497 1.169e-08 10.990 6.855e+05

Average order 11.780 11.497 10.990
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Table 21: Euler equations, Advection of smooth density: convergence tables for WENO–mSSPRK4
with reconstruction of characteristic variables and exact Riemann solver

N
L1 error ρ L2 error ρ L∞ error ρ

CPU Time
Error Order Error Order Error Order

WENO5–mSSPRK4

80 1.586e-03 − 1.370e-03 − 2.389e-03 − 3.026e-01
160 5.795e-05 4.775 5.780e-05 4.567 1.213e-04 4.300 1.209e+00
320 1.545e-06 5.229 1.500e-06 5.268 3.434e-06 5.143 5.590e+00
640 3.637e-08 5.408 3.145e-08 5.576 5.726e-08 5.906 2.627e+01
1280 8.326e-10 5.449 6.824e-10 5.526 9.239e-10 5.954 1.248e+02
2560 1.978e-11 5.395 1.735e-11 5.297 2.650e-11 5.124 5.908e+02

Average order 5.251 5.247 5.285

WENO7–mSSPRK4

80 1.751e-04 − 1.919e-04 − 3.411e-04 − 4.851e+00
160 6.198e-07 8.142 7.444e-07 8.010 1.736e-06 7.618 2.870e+01
320 4.359e-09 7.152 8.156e-09 6.512 4.220e-08 5.362 1.878e+02
640 2.928e-11 7.218 7.288e-11 6.806 4.986e-10 6.403 1.259e+03
1280 7.215e-11 -1.301 6.334e-11 0.202 7.384e-11 2.755 8.458e+03

Average order 5.303 5.383 5.535

WENO9–mSSPRK4

40 1.026e-03 − 1.215e-03 − 2.505e-03 − 7.364e+00
80 1.816e-06 9.142 2.216e-06 9.099 5.786e-06 8.758 6.657e+01
160 2.123e-09 9.740 2.394e-09 9.854 6.370e-09 9.827 5.790e+02
320 7.148e-12 8.215 6.011e-12 8.638 1.213e-11 9.037 5.436e+03
640 9.545e-11 -3.739 8.380e-11 -3.801 9.763e-11 -3.009 5.212e+04

Average order 5.840 5.948 6.153

WENO11–mSSPRK4

40 1.179e-04 − 1.260e-04 − 2.437e-04 − 6.802e+01
80 1.584e-07 9.540 2.122e-07 9.214 5.373e-07 8.825 8.723e+02
160 3.236e-11 12.257 4.258e-11 12.283 9.941e-11 12.400 1.092e+04
320 2.780e-10 -3.102 2.440e-10 -2.519 2.839e-10 -1.514 1.451e+05

Average order 6.231 6.326 6.570

WENO13–mSSPRK4

40 1.186e-05 − 1.261e-05 − 2.377e-05 − 6.376e+02
80 3.170e-09 11.870 4.343e-09 11.503 1.169e-08 10.990 1.168e+04
160 9.053e-11 5.130 7.927e-11 5.776 9.350e-11 6.966 2.095e+05

Average order 8.500 8.639 8.978
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Figure 1: Euler equations, Riemann problem 1: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC with CCFL := 0.95
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Figure 2: Euler equations, relaxed Riemann problem 2: Results for the density obtained through
WENO–DeC with CCFL := 0.45
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Figure 3: Euler equations, Riemann problem 3: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC with CCFL := 0.45
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5 Riemann problem 4 (Collision of two shocks)

In Figure 4, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on Riemann problem 4
with CCFL := 0.95.

6 Riemann problem 5 (Stationary contact)

In Figure 5, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on Riemann problem 5
with CCFL := 0.1. Let us notice that all simulations with reconstruction of conserved variables and
Rusanov for any order crashed. Hence, the related results are missing.

7 Modified shock–turbulence interaction

In Figure 6, we report the results obtained for the density for all settings on the modified shock–
turbulence interaction problem with CCFL := 0.95.
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Figure 4: Euler equations, Riemann problem 4: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC with CCFL := 0.95
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Figure 5: Euler equations, Riemann problem 5: Results for the density obtained through WENO–
DeC with CCFL := 0.1
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Figure 6: Euler equations, Modified shock–turbulence interaction: Results for the density obtained
through WENO–DeC with CCFL := 0.95
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