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Abstract

To compare the performance of HWENO schemes combined with different numerical fluxes, this
paper takes one- and two-dimensional hyperbolic conservation laws as the research objects, con-
structs finite difference HWENO schemes based on several typical numerical fluxes, and elaborates
the construction process of the schemes and the implementation details of each flux. Through sev-
eral classical numerical examples, the performance of the schemes with different fluxes is quantita-
tively compared from three aspects: convergence order, computational efficiency and discontinuity
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resolution. The results show that the HWENO schemes with Godunov and EO fluxes have the best
discontinuity resolution but high computational cost, while the LF flux scheme has the lowest cost
but the largest numerical dissipation. This study provides a reference for the selection of numerical
fluxes in high-order numerical methods for hyperbolic conservation laws.
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1. 518

WU SRR T FRAEIAR )5 . SR B F AN Sz, R B S AT T 5, o e A%
A AR MR AR . =P B AS B TE R IS TR Rk A4S R, 2 MRl F i, Hop
WENO # 3 P 6 et b 442 1R 0B v e )2 A A

HWENO #% {2 WENO H et 2, & R IF] FH oR £ (A0 S 85 (B 2R A7 B A, AR 0 5488\ R T iy,
A AEN ) . BRI R A U SRR 4, AR & [1]-[3] (W1 LF. Godunov. EO. MUSTA
EVEREBUR A ESR L ERHE, XSHE1S HWENO #&R4 & mtEaE, SHEF RMBUIRRA =
X

AL —GEFN AEXU M SR T RN AN B, AR T B BRZ 9 HWENO kg Ui iE 77 ik, K2
SOREEIE AR, IRy R R . @R AR 2 SR, ST T AN FEE N
AAWCSIORS BE . TH BRI T 68 71, B00E T ik AG 2k, D Sehr i H A A s s AR 4 T
5%,

2. ¥iE HWENO &=

AR 4 H R A SR AR L HWENO 5%, PARJE 82K 5 HWENO A R ZE 73 4% UG & T BT FT 1Y
B, TATE SR —4ERIE T 1 HWENO JrikRITiT it .
B RN N b AR XUt S E R TT A

u+f(u), =0 (2.1)

L (U) I B R R, LS £ (0) > 0 o SRR 1) F A Ak X RS
BN U, =v, TG TR R 0 7 R

u+f(u) =0, u(x0)=uy(x)
{vt+g(u,v)x:0, V(x,0) =V, (x). 22)
Horp,
g(u,v)=f'(u)u, = f'(u)v. (2.3)

WIER(2.3), BRZFEOTFEMFABEE R £/(u) - Bk, X T5RR42.2) w4 7 fE B A AR TR
FRIERE L, XS5 KE A8 S 0 SR Al 7 R 201 (2.2) 1 g Bl DL 2R 2 SR A4 [4] [5] -
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IR % =(i-12)Ax, Herb, AP B L x bl B HUR TN | =[xi7]/2,xi+]/2],
B 5y s e RS Ax g o sPAEAR T RE2(2.2) vT 5 o an R 4 77 141 (ODE):

du(t) _ 1(¢ f
Ta e f) 2.4)
dvi () 1 |

T = —A—y(gm/z - @H/Z)

e, (t) v (t) R REALQR.2) M RAER SRR St u(x,t) V(% t) BT Bl Sefis s £, A
Gy W TR BOL DB SRR IS, T XTI, (1) v (t) 10 Lipschitz 4%, H 54
HEE f (u) 1 g(u,v) %

FLARTIT 3, FRA 4 R SCRI6] ol AR R (0 53— RT3k, M B o R W22 43 s o o O
o BOEER T, R G, TR

1 ~ ~
i

+O(Axr)
2

1. A
E[ng - gi—lJ =9 (U’V)X

2 2

(2.5)

+O(Ax"l)

X=Xj

MRS, SPE 2% (2.4 BN FE(2.2) K r i fbl. AR A mbiE g s R B
RN B EDT 7], R

fo=ft +f"
gl (2.6)
£ ~H
Horb, MM IR fitve 1 Ol s 22 IR A A
N 2 4
f:l = a,AxX? [‘ZTIJ +a4Ax“(ng1 ] +--~+O(Ax2m*1), .7
2 i+ i+E
2 4
R R 2o
2 i+ i+

W a8, . IR HUE AESUEE B (2.6)7E R (Q2.5) AT 2m+ 1 MRS . SO 3 A B
IR £y, Gy -

BRI Sl £y, A1 Gy, PR AT R, JEh, gy, 5 iy, P RIA U 5 v LE R X,
AEHTIEAME . AU S IE T N o 2 — T, X (2.6) R M R U s = ﬂtw Gy PR
AR, TR R PR T3 — 5 e B & (0 LF BE s ) .

BATA R X (2.4) K B HOE E S AT (2.1), FERAXQe)REEB N 4 U, 5V, 7
B U 5 VAL X, A B TBRL L, 455 30(2.7)~(2.8) it & (1 30(2.4) 7y 75 75 (2.2) [ T i 3 Bl (UL i
r=2). AT, FEBRAQAAKFENAEMD TR, KR SCER[8] T I =/ TVD ki% -
J B A% AT I T AR 2

2.1. HWENO f&{a
FEASCH, A m P AR AT BRZE 2 i aQ B RIS T i h . % ALRHR 2072 BLR HWENO H BT
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o e BOGIEREU(X) 5 v(X) A U =u(x)» v =v(x ), RATFRHELELAT A X, 5 u(x) 5
V(X) BEAT e BE AL o 7E (2.4) 14 B 308 8t m i 5 B A PR 22 42 HWENO K Uik 5 R IRIE I 8 58 %,
T4 % HWENO A 30 B AL R . 8 7L HWENO JiEMIE uly, 5 vy, KB RATE :

HWENO 2RI —, Ik T ARG B AR E FRBE L, JEE T BT /NS ) T S0 B
KB i B AR Al ZEAMVBRR sy = {X 0, % } > S ={% X s S, ={Xip X, X | BRI IE =K
Hermite Z35i:X p, (x),(r=0,12), JFAERBIRT =5, Us Us, LENRZHA q(x), |

Po (X )=u,, k=i-1i,

Po (Xi1)=Vie P (%) =U, k=ii+],

Py (%) = Vis P2 (%) =U, k=i-1i,i+1,
a(x)=u, k=i-Lii+1,

q'(% )=V, k=i-1i+1.

X EREL u () 7R AT R ALBEATHRE . o1 T BRA VN R IX L8 2 A ST I AR (B X,y ) RO OMEL,  ERLET L
B D, (X ) 50Xy ) T U( Xy ) OB

5 3
Po Xi% :_ZUH"‘ZUi_ZAXVi-l'

1 3 1
Py XH; = 4u +4u|+1 4AXVi+11
(2.9)

p,| X 1u +— 3 u; + 3u
2 i+% 8 i-1 4 8 i+1
1 9 9 3
X, |=—=U_,+—U +—U_, ——AX(V;_, + 3V,
q[ i’éj 8 i-1 16 i 16 i+l 64 ( i-1 |+1)

HWENO J5 AR I 28 — 20, /b e — W 2y, » X8 E0AE HWENO J7 325 HH 38 s A 2R AL EE
KA FE O, RRIE R IP R 2 LA SRR R AME, 722

[ .1] z7kpk 1] (2.10)

AR LN ERIFA 1o X+ T HWENO K, ZRMHRE N
1 9 3

VOZE’ 7’1:E' 72 :g

HWENO JHERE M EE =0, KL IEBUE y, FeAONARRIERE w, » XD R0 B, 2k
TE R BT XA RECRFF R L, RN 2 2D — AN R & B uO) RITRTIRTISS S RS SEELTC RV O 4L
ERI. Hrr, ARZ B fE 5 208:

k k
K

KR e=10"°, SINZSECRN T #G I BTN B B, AR s, 6T EER bR, T e
Bru(x) FEXT R _E G E . S OCER[8] P R IR HWENO A% = 5E S, A4 th

B, = é J, axees [% D, (x)] dx (2.12)
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By =(-2u,, +2u; — Ava)2 + %(—uif1 +U, — Ava)2 ,

B, =(-2u; + 2y, Axv,+1)2+%(u —U A, ) (2.13)

i+l
1 13
ﬁZ 4( ul 1+u|+1)2+ﬁ( 2U +u|+1) .
24, FAFE] HWENO 7 u(x,,,,, ) AEHI 2 T

u-, zZZ:Wk pk(x_ 1] (2.14)

Uy VTR R S50 SO Uy, (TR TS TS X,y BEARNI B0
B TR B M v, TR AR, SO V2, ORI RIRE A D0, (8 B K 36 T S 7]

(RIASRAS ] o 25 58 15 R EL Uy 5 v, AT BITEIMEERRTE SRR Sy = {X 1, X } > Sy ={X X} > Sp = {Xi0, X0 Xt}
HiE =k Hermite 215K p, (x),(r=0,1,2), FFERBART =5, us Us, EHIENRZHE q(x) . W2

Po (%)= Uy,

Po (X )=V, k=i-1i,

(%) =g, Py (%) =V k=i,i+1,
P, (% )=, k=i-1ii+1

pz’(xi)zvilq(xk)zuk'
q'(% )=V, k=i-1ii+1.

e AT AT 3

Pyl X i —u +7v +15v
0 .1 A —1 4 i-1 4

s
Ay U+U|+l ==V ——Vig,
|+— 2AX 4 4
(2.15)
1 1
( ;J g U U Tl )+
3 93 1
Q[XH;J AX(64 i1 Eui+aui+1j+64( —12v, 15V|+1)-
BERF, SR 2
1 15 3
VOZE! 71:E! 72:% (2.16)
XA IR, ARR A E TR
W= =T k=012

i ;V_\/k’ k (ﬂk+5)2
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7E LI G FE R T
(2.17)

3 i
ﬂj:ZLiAX [ij(x)J dx

k=2
FER A LT TR AR AR AU — i S 800U 46, T E— B 3800, 7 WSCHR[8] - Tufr HWENO
18 ARG AR b g SR -

B, :g(lz(uifl —U; )+ BAX(Viy +V; ))2 +(6(uy — U, )+ AX (2, + 4y, ))2 :

= T3 0200 0.0+ 800(0 1) (-6 )+ 20,

B, = i;’( 3u; , +3u;,, — 6AXY, )2+( —2u +u,, )

%, WHEARRINV,, Fom A
B 2
v, szwk Pe| X 1

i+=
2 =0 2

IJXE'I#HEH%L_TEIKJI HWENO # [ 2273 4 3Q i B AL A2 o b T AR B0 7 2 b 7 24507 FE 28 i) R
NIRRT R RS M b, BT AE G Sy, SFEE Uy, Vi, BATE.

22. EmOMERMNEN
AERRQRB)F r=5WHMIEE, RARQ7~Q2.8)FHHIFI. (2.7)~(2.8)F HE il &1 &4
PRI AKE DS AP, BRI TR T, HAHN IR B STBR /N o BRI, oAl T Ay - i a7 8 ) o i e
R A IR R 0 R e B DL SR I Bl I S R 2 T, TeAE 1SR BB = HWENO v,
BRSNS f,w2 5 @i'il/z AT E . RS AREt, KEE f 59 200 BAmEs: f=f"+1"

Hg9=9"+g, H

Wil o= max|f’(u)| , BEWSTSE

if*zo, if’so, 39*20, ig’go.
u ov ov

RAEWR T =12(F(u)+au). f=12(f(u)-au). g =12(g(u)+av,). g =1/2(g(u)-av;)

é\
= (B () () (R,

2
611 =01 +8,:=(8) 1 +(60), 1 +(8:),: +(6:).

R,
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2 R ~
azsz ZTZ B ~a, ( f,r )i% +a, ( f, )i+£ )
4 R ~
a,Ax* 857‘]: B ~a, ( f )i% +a, ( f, )i+£’
2
azAXZ Zx_g , = a, (g\; )H% +a, (QJT )i+%’
4
a4Ax4 ZX—? n ~ a4<gz >| % +a4(gz ),+£
BEI, 5 2
fAlf |+% =% f:l - fi+ _% fi:l + 2 gltl + g'++1

=—f,—f,-

39f, —48f " +9f"

i+l

+21g;, +12g; _3gi++1)1

—9f , +48f —39f;

i+l

~3g7, +12g; +21g;,, ),
=90( £~ 1.5,)+30( g/, + 407+, ),
L =00(fy— ) +30( 0, + 40, + 0 ).

BRR, BATRIIMASC B B BEEE, FRAE T /X e8I EREEAT X LE 2T o
2.3 RopEmMBEERN

AR K (2.6) T8 2 e Ut BT AR BBl & . RV 2R AU Ee AR T At SR A B sy, (A
AN REWRS: HPREEN— G2, RN A AR R &, 1% St R A D7 I UE H
TOHIEE DRGS0t SCHR A UK A & .

2.3.1. Lax-Friedrichs (LF)iB&2 5 /E%B Lax-Friedrichs (LLF)iBE
LF il &2 ek e 5 B R 2 BUE R — . R, A BE R, LF I E K ERE
BUROK, BEE R R, PP V2 A A TE R

LF B LLF 8 & 1) 5E LT
o () =2 (£ () £ (u)) (o -u)] (2.18)
g‘f (u’,u*;v’,v*)=%[(g(u’,v’)+ g(u*,v*))—a(v* —v’)]. (2.19)

o, XFT LR @i, FREEIE TN o = max| f/(u)| 88 SO R B 5, PRSI T B
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ATECAE PR AR 0 B 5 X T LLF &, «o Eli‘j um 5ut ZERREES . £ HWENO 4% 2R fi#
AT, SEOTRERSEEE SR EBE FK o 8, X 3 B A F R

2.3.2. Godunov 1B &

Godunov I &I THEIHEL SoRMEAAIE, ERENE T, ERA R E P EEFEEUR /N |
AT, HitElRAEwEReE, BAeEAEsh = B0, KRR Rk H 2 . Godunov @
H1E LN

fe(uwr)=1(u(0)
Hrr, u(0) 2 RME 2 R ELE x/t = 0 A RIF(H T2 2 i EUEA B AR, FROOR AR & xit 1)k %K),
R ~p AR 7 F2(2.2) 75 A N WI4A 2644 IRE i i -

u(x,O):{

SFFRESFER B, Godunov BER R AW T SR

u- forx<0,
u® forx>0.

26 4y min __ . f(u) ifu <u’,
(u ’ )_ max . f(u) ifu >u".

u

T REZHALNMETTIEH, Godunov JEEAFAE M ATE, HORPIEH FEOANHE. Bk, xT
SHOTREHEBEIEE §y, » BROTRAGES REBOEMLEXU RS HRKIH LR Y .

2.3.3. Engquist-Osher (EQ)iE &5 Osher-Solomon JBE=

FREHE T 1) Engquist-Osher(EO)if & [ HAE 77 FE 4L IH K T () (8% #x A Osher-Solomon i &),
FHEE Godunov il & S -F1E, HUEFERAN 52 LAY . F, EO @& KRHALE T WaE e LA ] K
AR ENTIPAEE A E TR e U By SR 1 S P s v i /A W PR s o 9% N o R L B ES
SRA# Y Godunov JE & .

Pr % NI EO Ml & E SN :

fEO(u’,u*)=%[f(u’)+ f(u*)}—juuj|f’(u)|du

—YEITRRANETIE T, BhJ7 2 Osher-Solomon il B AAAE R AT, VW SCHR[O], BLALASBEA .
X SEOTRER BB R §.,), » BT EXH RS S HOT R A A R R RAEE R, DR
UREE R BR G E B R G AR AT SR

2.3.4. ZETM - KIE(MUSTA)BE
MUSTA il & & —Fh 2 Bl - B IR B & o AR SCR A SCHER[9119 7772, LA FORCE 3 & A A il
Wil E. L MUSTABEERITHEREN T : 9151 =00, ®Eu, =u", uy =u” Bl/5#% L AP IRIEA:
1) ETH 1D %dE, 5 FORCE @&
fFORCE fFORCE (u(,ur)
2) ACAFHARESE L, W MUSTABEITE SN, R&EBEEN:
_ _ Aty _ At A7
Uy =4y _E( leORCE_f(Ul ))’ Uy = Uy _Ax(f(ul )_ leORCE)

FeN P /4D ARV &5 T i 2 NAOF
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R B IR 1 4k 854K
AR SCHR[101 LS L =2 .
2.4. SR
VLB AR BUE I = 0 S g e, AT e sFAE A A AT 118
u +f(u) +g(u), =0, (xy)eR*te(0,0),
u(x,y,0)=u, xy) (x,y)eR?
Heb, f(u(xyt) 5 g(u(x y.t) 25808 x Tl y @i, EXv=u,, w=u,, ¥ 4857
Mot x,y RS, 7H.
u + f(u) +g(u) =0,
v +h(uv), +r(uv), =0,
W, +q(u,w), +s(u,w) =0.
/\EP’
h(u,v)=f'(u)v, r(uv)=g'(u)v, aq(uw)=f'(u)w, s(uw)=g'(u)w
1 FH 3 5T (¥ P A IW‘%‘EPAIL\(XUyi):<1/2(xm/2 + %12 ) 2( Yigao + ywz)), A RN X0 — Xy = AX
Yisyz = Yicyo =AY o B RITic N i :I:Xi—l/Z!Xi+1/2:|X[yi—1/21 Yi+1/zJ o TATKE(2.19)FE B 5 N E UL

du. . (t ~ ~
|,J()+ifl_f1 +i@ 1_Q 1 =0,
dt AX\ i il ) Ay iy, i
dv, ; (t ~ ~
), 1[4 N . ) (2.20)
dt AX( i R0 ) Ay i R
dw, . (t
IYJ()"'L Al _dl +i §. 1 S =0
dt AX 5] = Ay LI+ b=

Y BATR AT ELE R Ty v 6o Pyay » S e s A FHORE o, PG, Ly
ST FA 22 it WENO 52t HWENO RO 34 2 — R B B8k, By T (e b s stt,
WENO ¥ MR & S HOTAT, 7T AOH0M 153150 HWENO B 2R i s e — . X B8R A117
Fe M L BT YA WENO M abRS IR T — i, DB S .

B SRR RN §, .y, HE0T

R 1 - B al . B 1 (0%
q- ) q[u 1-, : j+q[ , - 1\Jj__[w 1-_W- l]__AX (_\J
5 2( 45 I+EJ I+EJ 5 2 5 2 24 6X2 i+%,j

o, o= max|F/(u)| o 3 FEARII ULy, ORI D 2.0 Wittt S BRERRS SRR, RATRA =
2
Bt WENO TRIHE we,, o A BEp A ST DR FE . T W S 500 A2 (gqu , RAVRA S

i+1/2,]
2.2 TAHF 77 AT B H. 220 Il =l

o’q C e o
AX? o M0y — 20 + 0+ — 20 T Gia
1
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.1 1
Gi =E(q(ui,j,vvi,j)+awi,j), Gi,j =E(q(“i,j*v"i,j)_av"i,j)
Hrb, a MRS 2.2 A2

3. BEHEG

KAV 2 AN EA], SRR T HWENO % N BIAS R BB B AEAS BE . CPU FEINT K 43 9% 28 J7 T 14 14
RERI. PraBEER Y, —4E5 =4k B CFL #U4HN 0.2,
5, FATRHA S HWENO #8 2R i —4ERKF 72 . B R/RAMFF RN, —4ERRFL 7 2 14561 7 1%
N
p pu
pul + pu+p| =0
E u(E+p)|

Ho, pNEE, uNx HREE, EALRE, pNEN. EAE5LRENKRN:
E=p/(y-1)+(1/2)pu®, Hhy=14.
S 1 R R
B — AN 0] R T30 UE A% UG RORS BERY . FRATTSR A X 3R BB BT 7 (1) — 4R R R PR Whs 77 A%
WG AT BB N -
p(x,0)=1+0.2sin(nx), v(x,t)=1 p(x,t)=1

IR 2-J I kA o T R AR AT A -
p(%,0)=1+0.2sin(m(x-t)), v(x,t)=1 p(xt)=1

BATRAAERE S t=2 W%, ATCLE R, Frats ik 2] 7 Kt B EEp 4k 1)

Table 1. Accuracy analysis with different fluxes

=1 TRIEETHRESH

(@

N (G) LR 7 51 LR 7 51
10 5.42E-03 - 7.82E-03 -
20 2.37E-04 452 3.71E-04 4.40
40 9.11E-06 5.06 1.31E-05 4.82
80 2.18E-07 5.03 4.09E-07 5.00
160 6.69E—09 5.02 1.22E-08 5.07
320 2.00E-10 5.06 3.42E-10 5.16

(b)

N (EO) LR 7 51 LR 7 51
10 2.72E-03 - 3.86E-03 -
20 9.98E-05 477 1.77E-04 4.44
40 9.11E-06 5.08 5.48E-06 5.02
80 9.08E-08 5.02 1.71E-07 5.00
160 2.80E-09 5.02 5.01E-09 5.09
320 8.41E-11 5.06 1.43E-10 5.13
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(c)

N (MUSTA) LR ZE 51 L=iR 7 51
10 3.38E-03 - 4.42E-03 -
20 1.34E-04 4.66 2.27E-04 4.28
40 3.99E-06 5.06 7.39E-05 4.94
80 1.23E-07 5.02 2.30E-07 5.00
160 3.78E-09 5.02 6.78E—09 5.09
320 1.13E-10 5.06 1.93E-10 5.14

B4 2 Lax 228 )
WIGE AN :
(0.445,0.698,3.528) if x<0
(pv.p)= )
(0.5,0,0.571) if x>0

ARBTG5 0 A R 3 A A B2 (8] T A ) D IR 2 ko T LB -5, 5], il 73 200 AMPig . fe&
TSR ZI8 t=1.3. fEK 1, RANVEHIHERSHM, JEoR 7 AR B 1 X 51, 4], 45 RATEL
A, FEMRW o HER T, R PTA MRt 5SS RIS HWENO-LF # 3CH 25 R ARIE .

BB 3 XCHAp A EAR ] )

AR A WAL TR BB A ELAE 2R 2 1, THEI80N[0, 1], WIERARAF N

(10,1000) 0<x<0.1
(pv,p)=1(10,001) 0<x<09
(1L0,100) 0.9<x

KA S %A t = 0.038 I, 1E 400 PIKs T 415 Bi Yy, I 2000 PR T WENO 2% fi#
SR A% HWENO-LF figxf (14 2 H1[0.53, 0.8810K Kl R /s A W 5 44) . AH [ BEAF 3R R St it CPU FERY,
P LF y2£i#E(1.00), Godunov. EO. MUSTA AHXIFEI 43710y 2.48. 1.96. 1.71. Z5REGIIE: LF ROR R
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Figure 1. Comparison of numerical solutions and exact solutions att = 1.3
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Figure 2. Comparison of numerical solutions and exact solutions at t = 0.038
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